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They went out fromUs, becauſe They were not of Us: 
for if they had been of Us, 


"not all of Us. 1Joh. 2.19. 


they ould aws-1:0 
doubt have continu d with U [Sp ; # they went out 
that they may be made manifeſt , that they were 
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Ea HESE Papers neither have, nor need any other 
V1; recommendation , then that of the Cauſe which 
== hey maintain. 1 hey are extortedby the mhpor- 
4 TZunity of thoſe Adverſaries , who have endeavour d to 
wound 1s in all our neareſt concerns, The Honour of” 
our Untver/ity , the Autority of our Church, and the 
Rights of our Sovereign. The Laborious Author of the 
Diſcourles Ear d 720 pains to ſhake the foundations of our 
Religion ; and the deſigning Publiſher has with no n- 
con/iderable expence , endeavoured afarther advantage 
from them, by caſting a reproach npon theſe- Semimaries 
of our Education. But it us juſtly hop d, that their de- 
/rens againſt the Univer/ity will prove as ſucceſieſs as 
their attempts on the Church ; Of which we know, that 
| tho' the Rains deſcend, the Flouds come, and the Winds 
b 8 blow, yet it cannot fall , for it is founded upon a Rock. 
The hapes of our Enemies abroad have been entertamn'd, 
and the ſolicitude of our Friends awaken d by the news 
of our Oxford Converts daily flocking ito the boſom of 
the Roman Church. But we hope All men are by this time 
convinc d that they deſerve as little conſideration for 
their Number, as they do regard for ther accompliſh- 
\ments. Noone need to be alarmd at the Deſertion of 
<S&zx or Seven Members , who ſhall con/ider their de- 
 pendence on One who by the Magazines, which He had 
i "/tordup againf Us, ſhews that He has not now fir 
chang d h1s Complexion, but only tet fall the Vizour. Nor 
ought we more to regard the [nſmuations of thoſe, who 
tell us of the ſecret Promiſes of ſuch as have not openty 
3 Profe/t , as having noother ground but the confidence of 
the Reporters. But be it asit will, God covers us with 
his Feathers, and under his Wings will We truſt; We 
will 
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will neither be afraid of the arrow that flieth by day, 
nor for the Peſtilence that walketh in darkneſs: But we 
teas? of all fear any danzer from this preſent attempt 
of” our Author , ſmce the Regal power ſeems engag d 


with our Church in one common defence ; For ſhe is no 
farther conceru'd im this preſent Controverſie , then as 


ſhezs accusd to have been too great afriend to the Pre- 
rogative of the Crown. Aud certamly that Dottrine 
which invades the jus? Rights of the Prince, can hope 
but for few Projelytes amongſt thoſe, who have conſtant- 
ly defended them in their Writings, aſserted them in 
their Decrees, and upon all occaſions vindicated them 
with their Swords. For We do not he open to the impu- 
tation of a condition d and diſtinguiſhing Loyalty , who 
have ſhew d our readineſs to imitate the glorious exam- 
ples of our Fathers, and were prepar d (had not God's 
good Providence prevented our ſervice) to have tran- 


[crib d that Copy lately at Sedgmore , which they ſet us 


formerly at Edge-hill. 42d in truth our fleady fidelity 
to the Prince 1s ſo unqueſtionable , that our Enemies 
have been pleas d to ridicule what they could uot deny, 
and have made Paſgve Obedience bear a part im our 
Character, when the Muſe has been mcln d to Satyr. 
As for our Author and his Theſes there zs nothing 
here advanc d which was not in King E.dwards t1me ful 
ty anſwer d by Proteſtant Writers ; and had he written 
71 Henry the 8th's Reign, he mizht have recerv d a Reply 
from a Roman Catholic Convocation ; So vain 2s af tourge 
Us now with the ſtale pretences of a Forrewn Juriſditi- 
on, which our Anceſtors of the Roman Communion eje- 
Hed with jo Univerſal a conſent, and which our Fathers 
of the Reformation re/i/ted even unto death ; I mean 
thoſe Glorious Prelates, who here dying ſeal d the truth 
of our Religion with their Blood, and left it as a Legacy 
tous their Children, by 1s to be convey d to the Genera- 
tions yet to come. 
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Animadverfimms on the Eight Theſes &c. 


RS that Perſon, who would prove himſelf a genu- 
7&9 ine Son of the Church of England, had need of 
ASS more Sincerity then this Editor ſhew'd, whilſt 


He profeſt to be of Her Communion ; ſo one, who has 


the ambition of appearing a potent Enemy againſt her, 

had need of greater Strength then he has either produc 'd 
of his own, or borrow'd from others, fince he has been 
her declard Adverſary. Had he continued ſtill to diſ- 

ſemble his Faith, and affefted an zxquilibrium betwixt 
both Churches, His writings would have been more ſu1- 
table to ſuch a Character ; where the attentive Reader 
will find the Church of England but weakly attacqd, 
and that of Rome as faintly vindicated. But ſince ſome 
Motives have prevail d with him to aſſume the Name 
of another Church, as that which he has left has no great 
cauſe to lament the loſs of ſuch a Member, fo that which 
He would ſeem to have fled to will have little reaſon to 
boaſt that She has gain'd a Proſelyte. For how plauftb- 
ly ſoever He may diſcourſe of Church-Autority, He a- 
bounds in too great a Plerophory of his own ſenſe, to ſub- 
mit himſelf either to a Convocation at home, or Council 


| abroad; and altho' he would appear an Enemy to Lu- 


ther, he ſeems at this very time to be drawing up a 

novell Scheme of Dottrines, and modelling to himſelf a 
new Church. b 

Hence it 1s that in one of his Treatiſes he has deſerted 

A the 


[2] | 
the antient Plea of Tranſubſtantiation, upon which the 
Tridentine Fathers founded their Adoration of the Hoſt ; 


hd from which all the great Champions of that Church 


have conſtantly deduc'd it. Hence his modifying-the 
Councils Sacramentum into Res Sacramenti , his pre- 
ſcinding#from the Symbols, his certain inferior cu/t only 
due to them, his ſtripping them even of the School- 
mens /atricall, qualifed, ſecondary, improper, accidental co- 
adoration; and ſuch other his abſtra&ive Notions of that 
Worſhip, as do indeed befit a Nominal Philoſopher, but 
have noagreement with the avowed doctrines and pra- 
Atiſes of the Roman Communion. Hence it 1s that in 
the Diſcourſe weare now upon, We read nothing of the 
Dominus Deus Papa of the Canoniſts; Nothing of the V1- 
car of Chriſt; the Holy, Apoſtolick, and Infallible See 
which their former Writers have endeayour'd toeftablith 
ure divino;, Nothing of the Supreme Paſtour, Gover- 
nour and Head of Chriſts Church, the Succeffor of S. 
Peter, and other Titles whicheven our Repreſenters of 
late (whoſe buſineſs it hath been to mollifie) have fur- 
nih'd us with ; No not ſo much as of the mode? Biſhop 
of Meaux's Primacy of S. Peter's chair and common 
Center of Catholic Unity; but inſtead of theſe we are 
told ofa Weſtern Patriarch, one who pleads the Preſcrip- 
tion of ſome Years for his Autority, and thinks himſelf 


.. hardly dealt with, that becauſe He claims more then his 


due, that which1s his due ſhould be denyed him. Hence 


it ſeems to be that He is {o wary ingiving us his own 


Opinions ; that He diſputes ſo much, and affirms ſo lit- 
tle; that he bounds all his Poſitions with ſo many limt- 
tations that they ſeem contriy'd on purpoſe for ſubterfu- 
ges; and that He very cautiouſly ventures not any far- 
ther then He thinks, tho' falſly, the Autority of our 


Writers will bear him out. Hence thoſe Conceſſions 
(which 
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(which will perhaps by that Party be judg'd oyer-libe- 
rall) * That Images, and 1o the veneration or worſhip 5. 1:7. 
* of them were very ſeldom, if at all, us'd in the Primr- 
* tive Church. That the publick Communion was then 
* moſt commonly, if not allways, adminiftred 1n both 
«© kinds unto the People. That the Divine Service which 
* then, as now, was celebrated uſually in the Latin or 
* Greek Tongue, was much better in thoſe days then 
© now underſtood of the Common people. That the 
< having the Liturgy, or Divine Service, or the Holy 
* Scriptures 1n a known tongue 1s not prohibited, nor 
* the uſing of Images enjoyn'd ; nor the Prieſt's admi- 
*© niſtring, and the people's receiving the Communion in 
* both kinds, if the Supreme Church-Governours ſo 
*think fit (and we ſay they 111 diſcharge the Office of 
Church-Governours, who do not :hink fit our Saviours 
Inſtitution ſhould be obſery'd) © declard unlawful by 
© any Canon of any Council. Ancient Council he means, 
for latter Councils have declar'd theſe unlawful. Theſe 
are large grants from a RomanisF, and which give a great 
ſhock to their ſo much magnified pretence of Univyerſal 
Tradition. Had this Author liv'd in thoſe Ages when 
the Secular Prince countenancd the beginnings of Refor- 
mation, He would have ſcarce loſt any thing for his too 
rigorous adheſion to the C. of Rome. For he thinks it 
probable © that had the Reformation only tranſlated the g, 1:8. 
* former Church Liturgies and Scriptures into a known 
* tongue; adminiſtred Communion in both Kinds, 
« thought fit not to uſe Images ; changed ſomething of 
© praQtiſe only without any deceſſion from the Churches 
© Dodctrines, the Church-Governours would have been 
* facile to licenſe theſe. Where by the way it ſeems 
ſomething unintelligible how they ſhould change practice 
without deceſion from Dodrines, if DoQrines enjoyn'd 

A2 ſuch 
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ſach Practices, and if according to him,. Errours in pra- 


Alice allways preſuppoſe ſome Errour in matter of Faith. 


But at leaſt we may expe& He would have outwardly 
complied, fince he notes, * That ſome outward compl1- 
<* ance at the firſt, ofthoſe Biſhops, who made an open 
* Oppoſition afterward,might beupon a fair Pretence,be- 
* cauſe the firſt Ads of the Reformation might not be ſo 
« inſupportable as the latter. Where 1t 1s. worth our 
Obſerving, that the very firſt Aa, which gave life to the 
Reformation, was ſhaking off all manner of Obedience to 
the See of Rome, then which I believe his Holineſs, con- 
trary to this Author's Sentiments, thinks no AE more 
unſupportable. 

Theſe things confiderd, We could not have had a 
more eafie Adyerſary then this Gentleman, and the 
Church has leſs reaſon to fear his open Oppoſition, then 
had he ſtill continued in her boſom. For it ſeems not 
to be his Province to publiſh what 1s Material againſt 
us, but to publiſh Much. But, God be thanked, our 
Religion 1s not eftabliſh'd upon ſo weak a baſis, as to be 
overthrown by a few Theſes unprov'd, and falſly appli- 
ed. Nor 1s 1it any wonder if that arguer doth not 
convince, who uſes for Principles Concluſions drawn 
from Premiſles, which the world never ſaw, and then a1- 
ſumes ſuch things as every one acquainted with. Hi- 
ſtory 1s able to. contradict; Certainly his Univerſity- 
Readers will not be very fond of the Conclufion of that 


 Syllogiſm, whoſe Major 1s a petitzo principit, & Minor a 


 areſurprizd to find Conſequents come before their Ante- 


down-right falſ-hood in matter of faq. They no.doubt 


_ cedents, and Church-Goyernment part the 5h to have 


ſtept into the World (ſomewhat immaturely methinks) 
before the other four. But the Lawfulneſs of the Eng- 


liſh Reformation was to. be examin'd, and it would have 


took 
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took up too much time to ſhew why he imposd upon 
us ſuch a Telt. 

It might therefore be thought feaſonable enough 
to examin the Truth of his Theſes, when he ſhall be 
pleas'd to corimunicate to us whence they are inferr'd. 
In the meanwhile, it may not be unufeful to conſider 
what diflervice he had done to our Cauſe, had his ſucceſs 
zquald the boldneſs of his attempt. After all his The- 
ſes and their Applications, his Correſpondent Alpha's 
and Beta's, his perplexd Paragraphs, his intricate Parathe- 
ſes, and his tzdious Citations, what Do&rine of the 
Church of Rome has he eſtabliſh'd, or what principle of 
Ours has he diſprov'd ? Should we grant that the Clergy 
only have power in Controverſies of Religion, that the 
Secular Prince has no Autority to reform Errours in the 
Church, that our Princes did wrongfully ufurp ſuch::an 
Autority, and that our Reformation was not. the a&t-of 
the Clergy ; will it hence follow (which yet 1s to be 
prov'd by this Author, ere he can perſwade us to enter- 
tain any favourable Opinion of Popery) That the ſe- 
cond Commandment ought to be expung'd out of the 
Decalogue ? that Idolatry isno Sin? or worſhipping of 
Images no Idolatry? that Tranſubſtantiation 1s to be be- 
liey'd in deſpight of Senſe , Reafon, Scripture, and-An- 
tiquity ? the Service of God to be adminiſtred 1nan un- 
known tongue, as it were in mere contradiction to 
Saint Paul ? and the. Communion to be celebrated in 
one. kind notwithſtanding our Saviours, Drink. ye all 
of this. Tt is indeed our happineſs, that the Reformation 
was carried on by the joynt concurrenceof the Civil and 
Eccleſiaſtical power; that We are united together by 
common Rules for Government and Worſhip agreed 
on by the Biſhops and Presbyters in Conyocation, and 


made Laws to. us by the Autority of the Soyereign : 
A} We 


[6 ] 

We are allways ready to prove that the Church of Eng- 
land being a National Church, and not Subje&t to any 
forreign Juriſdiction, ow d no Obedience to the Brſhop or 
Church of Rome, & therefore might without their leave 
reform her ſelf, and that accordingly our Religion 1s 
eftabliſh'd by ſuch Laws as want no autority either C1- 
vil or Eccleſiaſtical, which they ought to have. This 
is a Plea which we ſhall be allways prepard tojuſtifie ; 

anda Blefling for which we thank God, and for the con- 
tinuance of which we ſhall never ceaſe to pray. BÞut 
now had thoſe which weeſteem corrupttons of the Ro- 
man Church never been caſt out, or were they reeftab- 
liſh'd (which God in his mercy forbid) by as good au- 
tority as that by which they are now aboliſhd : . Yet even 
then we could not ſubmit to ſuch Determinations, and 
being concluded by an antecedent Obligation to God 
durſt not -obey even lawful autority commanding un- 


lawful things. He therefore that would gain a Profe- - 


Iyte,who a&ts upon prudent and Conſcientious principles, 

an vain entertains him with Schemes of Church-Govern- 
ment, ſince the things conteſted are ſuch as no Govern- 
ment 1n the world can make lawful; Tt would be more 
rational to ſhew (were not that an attempt long fince 
deſpair'd of) that the particular do@rines and praftiſes 
to which we are invited, are agreeable to the word of 
God; or that it doth not concern us, whether they be, or 
not. For if either it may be proy'd, that the Errours 
of the Church of Rome were ſo great, that there was a 
neceſſity of reforming them, that every National Church 
has a right to reform her ſelf, that this right of the 
Church of England in particular was unqueſtionable, 

that ſhe us'dnoother then this her lawful right, and that 
accordingly the Reformation was eftected by the Major 
part of the then legal Church-Governours: Or if in fai- 


lure 
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lureof this (which yet we fay is far from being our caſe) 
it may be prov'd, that where evident Neceflity requires, 
and the prevailing Errours are manifeſt, there the Ciyil 
power may lawfully reform Religion without the con- 
currence of the major part of the Clergy, for Secular 
Intereſts averſe from Reformation ; Or if laftly,ſuppoſing 
no ſuch Reformation made by lawful authority, but the 
Laws which enjoyn ſuch erroneous Doctrines, remain- 
ing 1n their full force and yigour, every private Chriſtian 
can plead an Exemption from his Obedience to them, 
by proving them evidently contradi&tory tothe known 
lawsof God; ifany one of theſe Pleas are valid, all which 
have by our Writers been prov'd tobe ſo beyond the poſ- 
{ibility ofa fair Reply, then Nothing which 1s aim'd at 
in theſe Papers can affe&t us, and tho' the author. would 
have ſhew'd more skill in proving his Queſtion, yet he . 
wp {till betray'd his want of prudence in the choice 
OL it, | | of 
By what hath been ſayd, the Reader will be induc'd 
to think that theſe Papers do not ſo much concern the 
Church of England, as the State ; and that! a- Reply to- 
them 1s not ſo property the task of a' Divine, as of aLaw- 
yer. The Civil power is indeed maniteftly ſtruck at, 
and an Anſwer might eafily be fetcht from Aeb/e and 
Coke. He may perſwade himfſel that he acts craftily, 
but certainly he aas very meonſiftently, who! eretts a 
Triumphal Statue to his Prince, and at the ſame time- 
undermines his Autority ; in monumental Tnſcriptions 
gives him the glorious and -aftoniſhing Title of Optims 
Maximus, and yet ſets up a ſuperiour Power to ts. Ifnet- 
ther Loyalty nor gratitude could per{wade him to ſpeak 
more rever-ntly, yet out of warineſs he ought to have 
been more cautious mn laying down ſuch things, as ſeem 
to have an ill aſpeR on his Majeſties proceedings. For 
it 
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it may ſeem very raſh to deny, that the Prince can re- 
move from the Exerciſe of his Office any of his Clergy 
for not obeying his Deciſions in matters of a Spiritual 
Nature, when a Reverend Prelate ſuffers under ſuch a 


- Sentence; to aflert that the Prince, ought not to collate 


to Benefices, where the Clergy have Canonical excepti- 
ons againſt the Perfon nominated, whilſt a Friend of his 
thus qualified enjoys the benefit of ſuch a Collation; to 
find fault with the Reformers that they gave their Prince 
leave to diſpenſe with Laws and Conſtitutions Eccleſia- 
ſtical,' when he himſelf is in that caſe moſt graciouſly 
diſpensd with. How tar the Regal power extends it 
ſelt in theſe caſes, eſpecially as it may be limited by the 
municipal laws ofthe Realm, I am not ſo bold as to de- 
termine; but where ſuch Rights are claim'd by the So- 
vereign, and actually exercisd, there it becomes not the 


modeſty of a private SubjeCt to be fo open and liberal in 


condemning them. But then above all he renders his 
Loyalty juſtly queſtionable, when he tells us it 1s d1ſ- 
puted by the Roman Doctors, and leaves it a Queſtion, 
* Whether in cale that a Prince uſe his coaQtive Juriſdi- 


* tion in Spiritual matters againſt the Definitions of 


* the Church, then the Pope hath not alſo virtually 
« ſome Temporal coative power againſt the Prince ? 


<« namely to diſſolve the Princes coactive Power, or to 


© authoriſe others to uſe a coative power, againft ſuch 

*a Prince.in order to the good of the Church? Now T 
Try to the judicious Reader, whether the ſubſtance 
of that infamous Label, which was part of a late * Tray- 
tour's Indictment, and which was written by way of Po- 
lemical D; courſe. as he pleaded, might not if manag'd 
by this Author's pen have been thus warily expreſt; 
* Whether 1n-caſe: that a Prince uſe tins coactive Turiſdi- 


* See Sidney*s'T rial. 
&tion 
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* Aion in Civil matters againſt AQts of Parliament, then 
*©the Parliament hath not alfo virtually ſome tempo- 
*ral coadtive power againſt the Prince; namely, to d1{- 
«ſolve the Princes coaQtve power, or to authorize others 
* to uſe acoaQive power againſt ſuch a Prince in order 
* to the good of the State ? Such bold Problems as theſe 


ought not to be left undecided ; and one who had any 


zeal for his Prince, would ſcarce let the Affirmative fide 
of the Queſtion paſs without affixing a brand on it. 

Theſe Expreſſions among others He might well be 
conſcious would be offenſive toany SIR of known Fide- 
lity and Loyalty to his Prince; and therefore ſuch perſon's 
good Opinion was to be courted in an Epiſtle Apologe- 
tick- But certainly it was expe&ed that the kind Sir 
ſhould read no farther then the Epiſtle; for ifhedid, he 
would find himſelf miſerably impos'd upon. The Au- 
m_ in this Epiſtle przacquaints him with theſe things. 

**'That there 1s nothing touch'd in this Diſcourſe 

M « concerning the Temporal Prince his Supreme power 

*1nſuch matters, as it is dubious whether they be Spt- 

*ritual or Temporal, but only in things which are pure- 
**Iy Spiritual and Eccleſiaſtical. 

2. © That he knows not of any Eccleſiaſtical powers 
+ in this Diſcourſe denied to the Prince, but which, or at 
< leaſt the chiefeſt of which.all other Chriſtian Princes ex- 

**© cept thoſe of the Reformed [tates do forego to Exer- 
cis: 

3. ©Nor of any, but which the Kings of England have 
*© alſo foregone before Henry the Eighth. 

Now I ſhall humbly beg leave to undeceive the un- 
known Sr, and to repreſent. to him that in all theſe he 
is miſinform'd. As to thefirſt, 1. That there is nothing 
touch'd in this Diſcourſe concerning the Temporal 
Prince his Supreme power 1n ſuch Matters as it 1s dubi- 

B ous 
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ous whether they be Spiritual or Tounplant but only 
 ſuchas arepurely Spiritual and Ecclefiaſtical, 

Now if by dubious he means ſuch things as He does not 
doubt, but they are Spiritual, then this dothnot reach 
our caſe; becauſe Je may doubt whether ſome things 
are not Tempor al, which He doubrs not but they are Spt- 


ritual ; But if by dubious He means ſuch things as are 


doubred by no body but that they are purely Spiritual, 
then are we agreed ; ſince neither do We allow the Tem- 


poral Prince any power in things of which We our ſelves 


doubt not but they are purely Spiritual. That there are 
ſome Powers merely Spiritual, appropriated to the Cler- 
gy and incommunicable to the Prince, no true Son of 
the Church of England will deny ; but now altho' the 
 ſubſtanceof thoſe Powers be immediately from God, and 
not from the King, as: thoſe of Preaching, Ordaining, 
Abſolving &c. Yet whether theſe are not ſubje& to be 
limited, inhibited, or otherwiſe regulated in the out- 
ward Exerciſe ofthem by the Laws of the Land, and the 
Autority Regal is the thing quezſtiond. This cannot per- 
haps be better expreſt then in the words of the Reverend 
Bp. Sanderſon, © The King doth not challenge to him- 
« felt as belonging to him by Virtue of his Supremacy 
* Eccleſiaſtical the power of Ordaining Miniſters, ex- 
* communicating ſcandalous Offenders, or Gong any 0- 
*ther act of. Epiſcopal Office in his -own Perſon ; nor 
* the power of Preaching, Adminiſtring the Sacraments, 
** or doing any other act of Miniſterial Office in his own 
* perſon : but leaves the performance of all ſuch as of 
*either ſort unto ſuch perſons, as the ſaid ſeyeral reſpe- 
_ tive powers do of divine right belong to, viz. of the 
* one ſort to the Biſhops, and of the other to the Prieſts. 


* Yetdoth the King by Virtue of that Supremacy chal- 


*lenge a power as belonging to him.in the _—_ of his 


* Epiicopacy not prejud, to Reg. power. p 22 ” * Crown 
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* Crown, tomake Laws as well concerning Preaching, 
”M Adminiſtring the Sacraments, and other acts belonging 


* to the FunQtion of a Prieſt, as concerning Ordination 


*of Miniſters, proceeding in matters of Eccleſiaſtical 
* Cognifance in the Spiritual Courts, and other a&s be- 
*longing to the Fun&tion of a Biſhop: to which Laws as 
* well the Prieſts, as the Biſhops are ſubje&, and ought to 
*fubmit to be Ihmited and regulated thereby in the Exer- 
* ciſe of thoſe their ſeveral reſpective Powers;theirclaim 

*toaZz# Divinum, and that their ſaid ſeyeral powers are 
* of God notwithſtanding. Now to apply this ; That 
the deciding Controverſies of Faith, and Excommuni- 
cating Offenders, &c, are the proper Province of the 
Clergy, we deny not ; but thatthe indicting Synods in 
order to ſuch Matters, or making Laws to regulate the 
Exerciſe of them are purely Spiritual, is not ſo undoubted 
as He would perſwade us. Again, that the Spiritu- 
al Autority which 1s to be exerciſed in the Epiſcopal or 
Sacerdotal Functions can be derived from none but thoſe 
{ſpiritual perſons who were inveſted with that Autority, 
and power of delegating it to others, is willingly al- 
low'd; but that collation to Benefices can be the a&t of 
none but the Clergy will not be hence infer'd. For the 
Spiritual Autority it felt, and the application of it to 
ſuch an Obje& are very different things. The power 
by which a Clergy man 1s capacitated for his Fun&ti- 
on 1s derived from the Biſhop which ordains hun; but 
the applving this Power to ſuch a Place, the ordering 
that the Eccleſiaſtical Perſon ſhall execute that Autority 
whichhe derivd from the Church 1n ſuch a peculiar part 
of the Kingdom 41s not without the reachof the Civil Ju- 
ri{diftion; andtherefore Collation to Benefices (in the 
{ence this Author underſtands it) ſhould'not have been 


reckon'd by him amongſt thoſe things of which it is not 
B 2 | doubted 
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doubted but they are purely Spirituall. Another power of 
which he abridges the Prince,and by conſequence would 
have to be eſteem'd purely Spiritual, 1s the depoſing 
from the Exerciſe of their Office in his Domintons any 
of the Clergy for tranſgreſling of the Eccleſiaſtical Ca- 
nons. Now that the Secular Prince ſhould have an 
Obligation from God over all: Perſons in all Spiritual 
matters to bind them by Temporal Puniſhments to the 
Obedience of the Churches or Clergy 's determinations, 
and decrees ( as he words it) and yet that the Exerci- 
ſing this power, their performing what they are obli- 
ged to by God, ſhould be without the reach of their 
Autority, ſeems to me a paradox. That the Chriſtian 
Emperors in the Primitiye times challengd ſuch a po- 
wer 1s plain from the undoubted teftimony of the 
Learned Perrus de Marca, * Who tells us, that by the 
care of Chriſtian Princes, Hereticks were repreſt, the 
contumacy of Biſhops and Clergy-men againſt the De- 
crees of Synods puniſh'd, and Biſhops reſtrain'd from op- 
preſling their ſubjects by the violation of the Canons. It 
we inquire how the Princes ſecur'd the Keeping of the 
Canons; * He tells us they did it by theſe 2 Methods. 
Iſt, By delegating Magiſtrates to ſee they were obſervd. 
2ly. By puniſhing thoſe who were guilty of the breach 
of them. And he particularly mentions Deprivation 
inflicted by the Secular power for violation of the 
Canons. * For that, they thought remoyal from the See 


* Cura principum Chriſtianorum olim 
non ſolum Hwzrcticorum, turores tom- 
preſMi, contumacia Epiſcoporum aut Cle- 
r1corum adverſus Synodorum ſententias 
rebellium ab externa potentia repreſla ; 
tedetiam Principum ſtudio prohibiti E- 
piſcopi ne legibus ſecularibus vel Caneni- 
6us Vviolatis injuriam ſubditis inferrent. 
De concord. 1. 4. cap. 1. par. 2. 

* Canonum cuſtodis duvbus modis 
5am by Principes, tum delegatione 


tra Canones tentaretur, tum exac<tis poe- 
nis a contumacibus 11 quid perperam ge- 
{tum efler. 1b par 4 

* In maniteſtillima violatione, carormi- 
bus factam injuriam iis paenis Principes 
ulſciſcebantur, que legibus irrogatz e- 
rant, nempe expulliione a ſede. Deturba- 
tionem enimillam quz vacantem Eccle- 
ſlam redderet ſui arbitrii effe putabant ; 
non autem regradationem vel dejedqio- 
nem ab Epiſcopali dignitate, quz erat pe- 


2giſtratuum, qui vetarent ne quid con- ! na mere Eccleliaſtica, Ib. par. 6. 
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within the reach of their Juriſdition, tho not Degra- 
dation, which is a puniſhment merely Ecclefiaftical. 
( Which neither did the Reforming Princes ever think 
in their power to infliat.) And he* there gives inftances 
of Biſhops ſo deprivd. And indeed this ſeems to be 
a Neceſlary branch of power, which naturally flows 
from his being Cu/tos Canonum , which he 1s prov'd by 
this Author at large to be. How far the Prince may 
abridge himſelf of this power by the laws of the Land, 
I meddle not; it ſuffices to ſhew that 1t 1s not orig1- 
nally a power merely Spirituall. And from this and the 
former Inſtances the Reader will be able to judge the 
truth of that afſertion, That there 1s nothing touch'd 
in this Diſcourſe concerning ſuch Matters, as-it 18. dubiors 
whether they be Spiritual, or Temporal. 

Come we now to that other aflertion of his, © That 
*he knows not of any Eccleſiaſtical powers in this Di- 
*{courſe denied to the Prince but which ( or at leaft 
* the chiefeſt of which ) all other Chriſtian Princes ex- - 
*cept thoſe of the Reformed States do forego to ex- - 
* ercile. | E 

Now if by the chiefe/}, which he excepts, he means 
preaching the word, and adminiſtring the Sacraments, 
Excommunicating, and abſolving}; neither da the Re- 
formed States challenge the Exerciſe of theſe ; and as for 
others 1t will. appear that the Princes of the Roman- 
Catholick Communion extend their Supremacy as far 
as the Reformed. 

And here it may not be improper to- inſtance in that 
right which the Kings of Spain enjoy in Sicily, which 
ſeems to extend even to thoſe Spiritual powers which 
our Author calls the chiefesF, And this I find uſherd 
n by a Roman-Catholick Writer with an aflertion quite 

* Jbid, * Hit. of Eccl. Rev by -a Learned Prieft in France. p. 116, 
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- oppoſite to that which is laid down in this Epiſtle. 
© It even ſurpaſſes (ſaith he) that which Henry the Eighth 
© of England boldly took when he ſeparated from the 4. 
_ <Church of Rome. The King of Spain as King of Si- 
** cily pretends to be Legate a /atere, and born Legate 
*of the H. See; ſo that he and his Viceroys 1n his ab- 
*ſence have the ſame power over the Sicilians as to 
* the Spiritual that a Legate a /atere could have. And 
* therefore they who execute that Juriſdiftion of Sicily 
'* for the King of Spain have power to abſolve, puniſh, 
*and excommunicate all forts of perſons, whether La- 
*icks or Ecclefiaſticks, Monks, Prieſts, Abbots, Biſhops, 
*and even Cardinals themſelves, that reſide in the 
*Kingdom. They acknowledge not the Popes Auto- 
*rity, being Sovereign Monarchs as to the Spiritual. 
_ *© They confeſs that the Pope hath heretofore given 
©them that priviledge: ( So that his Holineſs it ſeemes 
i" thought even thoſe chiefeſt Powers of the Church alienable ) 
Th * but at the ſame time they pretend that 1t 1s not in 
* his power to recall it ; and ſo they acknowledge not 
* the Pope for head, to whoſe Tribunal no Appeal can 
"be made becauſe their King has no Supertour, as to 
the Spiritual. Moreover this right of ſuperiority 1s 
* not confider'd as delegate, but proper; and the King 
*of Sicily or they who hold Juridiation 1n his place, 
and who are Lay-men take the title of Beazi/J1mo G 
*« Santifſimo Padre attributing to themſelves in effect in 
* reſpect of Sicily what the Pope takes to himſelf inre- 
*gard of the whole Church; and they preſide in Pro- 
* vincial Councils. As for the title of Head of the 
Church which taken by the Reformers ſo much offends 
our Diſcourſer, this Critical Hiſtorian farther obſerves; 
It was matter of great aſtoniſhment that in our age | 


* Queen Elizabeth took the title of Head of the Church 
Bs | cc of 
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*of England, But ſeeing in the Kingdom of Sicily, 
*the Female ſucceeds as well as in Eng/and, a Princeſs. 
* may take the title of Head of the Church of Sicily, and 
* of Beatiſſimo w' Santiſſemo Padre, Nay it hath happen'd 
«ſo already in the.time of Fean of Arragon & Caſtile the 
* mother of Charles the 5th: So that this Critick concludes 
* that 1t may beſaid there are two Popes, and two ſacred 
** Colledges in the Church, to wit, the Pope of Rome, 
*and the Pope. of _ to whom alſo may be added 
**the Pope of England. 

What JuriſdiAtion Spiritual the King of France chal- 
lenges will beſt be learnt from the Liberties of the Gal- 
lican Church, publiſh'd by the leatned Piztheus and to- 
be found in his Works. Two of them which ſeem to 
come home to our purpoſe are theſe. 

<* The moſt Chriſtian King hathhad power at all 
* times according to the occurrences and neceflitys of 
* his own affairs, to aſſemble or cauſe to be aflembled 
* Synodsor Councils Provincial and National; and there- 
*1n to treat not only of ſuch things as tend to the pre- 
*ſ{ervation of his State, but alſo of affairs which con- 
*cern the Order and Diſcipline of the Church in his own 
© Dominions; and therein to make Rules,Chapters,Laws, 
* Ordinances, and Pragmatick ſanCtions in his-owr Name 
*and by his cyn Autority. Many of which have been 
« received among the Decrees of the Catholique Church, 
*and ſome of them approv'd by General Councils. 


<* The Pope cannot ſend a Legat a /atere into France, 
< with: 

# LeRois tres-Chreſtiens ont de tout! © faire Reigles, Chapitres, Loix, Ordqn- 

< temps ſelon les occurrences 6 necefii- | © nances, & Pragmatiques, Sanctions ſous 
*tez deleur pays, aſſemble ou fait aſſem-i ©* leur Nom & autorie : & Fs en liſent 
« bler Synodes ou Conciles Provinciaux ; © encor aujourd huy plufieurs es recueils 
& & Nationaux, e/quels entre autres cho-j © des ''ecrets receus parl Egliſe Univer- 
<« ſes importantes 2 conſervation de leur j © ſelle, &-aucunes approuvees par Conci- 
c« eſtat, ſe ſont auſh traitez les affaires con- | © ciles Sonerain, et” ; 
<« cernans I ordre & diſcipline Ecclefia- | © :* Le Pape n'envoy PR en France - 


« ſtique de leurs pays, dont ils ont taict 156 Legates alatere avec aculre' de refor- | 
| + any \ 
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< with power to reform, judge, collate, or diſpence, or 
*« do ſuch other things which uſe to be ſpecified in the 
© Bull of his Legation, except it be upon the defire or 
* with the approbation of the moſt Chriſtian King. 
*Neither can the ſaid Legate execute his Office untill 
* he hath promiſed the King in writing under hus ſeal, 
*and {ſworn by his holy Orders, that he will not uſe 
< the ſaid Legantine power in his Kingdom, Countreys, 
*Lands and Dominions any longer then it ſhall pleaſe 
«<the King; and that ſo ſoon as he is admoniſhd of the 
*Kings pleaſure to the contrary he will ceaſe and for- 
* bear; and that whilſt he doth uſe it, it ſhall be no 
« otherwiſe exercisd then according to the conſent of 
*and in conformity to the King , without attemping 
* any thing to the prejudice of the Decrees of General 
* Councils, the Franchiſes, Liberties, and Priviledges of 
*the Gallican Church, and the Univerſities, and pub- 
*lique Eſtates of the Realm. And to this end they 
* ſhall preſent the Letters of their Legation to the 
< Court of Parliament, where they ſhall be view'd, 
« yerified, publiſh'd and regiſtred with ſuch Modifica- 
*tions as that Court ſhall think fit for the good of the 
* Realm; and all proceſles ſhall proceed according to 
*ſ{uch reſtrictions, and no otherwile. 


« mer, juger, conferer, diſpenſer, & tel- 
«les autres qui ont accouſtume d' eſtre 
cc p"__ ar les Bulles de leur pouvoir, 
« f1non a * poſtulation du Roy tres- 
< Chriſtien ou de ſon conſentement : & 
&« je Legat n' uſede ſes facultez qu' apres 
< avoir baille promeſſe au Roy par elicrir 
*« ſous ſon ſein, & jure par ſes Sainctes Or- 
<« dresde n' uſer deſdites facultez e's Roy- 
* aume, pays, terres & Seigneuries de a 
<« {ujettion f1 non tanr & #f longuement 
«qu'il plaira au Roy; &que 1 roſt que 
«le dit Legat ſera adverty de fa volonte' 
©< au contraire, 11s en defiſtera & ceſſera 


** Auſſtqu'il n'uſera des dites faculrez 1 | 
**© non pour le regard de celles dont il aura 


«© leconſentement du Roy & conforme- 
<ment a iceluy ſans entreprendre ny faire 
© choſe au Saints decrets,Conciles gene- 
© raux, Franchi es, Libertez, & Privileges 
«de L'Egliſe Gallicane & des Univyerſi- 
© tez,& elitatez publiques de ce Royaume, 
© Etacette fin ſe preſentent les facultez 
« detels Legats a la Cour de Parlement, 
«« ou elles ſont veus, examinees, Verifiees, 
<< publices & regittrees ſous telles modifi- 
« cations que la Cour voiteſtrea fair pour 
© lebien du Royaume : ſuivant leſqnelles 
* modifications ſe jugent tous les proceſs 
<« & difterents qui ſurviennent pour rai- 
<« {on de ce, & non autrement, 
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In theſe two Liberties, we find the Autority of the 
French King farther extended, and the Papal power 
more limited, then our Author can be contented the 
Regal Juriſdiction ſhould be enlarg'd, and the Patri- 
archal confined by the Reformed. What power the 
moſt Chriſtian King claims in confirming Canons we 
may learn from Perrus de Marca * who lays it down for 
<a Rule which never fails, That the deliberations of the 
* Gallican Church can be look d upon no otherwiſe then 
* as Counſel given to the King ; and that they cannot be 
* put in execution without his conſent and confirmation. 
* And he there ſaith, that the King may prazfide in Coun- 
** cilsas* Head. * Andin another place propoſing to him- 
* {elf this Queſtion, * Whether, ſince the ſupreme pro- 
«tection of the Canons doth belong to the King, it thence 
<« follows that He can command that they be. obſery'd 
© without expecting the ſentence of the Gallican Church? 
« Heanſwers, * that it is indeed certain that the Obſerya- 
*© tion of them will be the more ſacred, if they be made 
* with the Univerſal conſent of the Clergy, becauſe eve- 
* ry one defires that that ſhould take place, which he him- 
*jelf approves of: But then, that 1t 1s zqually certain, 
*« that the King with the adyice of his. Council, may 
* his Edidts decree, that the Canons be obſerv'd, and may 
* add ſuch Modes and Circumſtances as are neceflary for 


* De Conc. | 6. c* 24. -par. 2. Nun- 
quam diſcederc oportet ab hac certilhima 
Regula, deliberationes Ecciclia Gallica- 
nx conſiderari non poſſe altter quam ve- 
lit confilium Regi datum, caſque execu- 
tioni non p»{lc mandart abſygue conſen- 
ſu & confirmatione ejus =» 

* Tanquam caput, comme Chef Ibid. 

* AncXx co quod cuprema Canonum 
protectio ad Regem pertinet, ſequatur 
cum jubcre poiſe ut obſerventur, non ex- 
pectata ctiam ſententia Eccleltiz Gallica- 


”" BE £ 


* Certum quidem eft earum con- 


ſtitutionum obſcruationum fore ſancti- 
orem , 1! conderentur cum. general 
Cleri conſenſu; quoniam unuſquiſque 
cam rem obtinere modis omnibus cupit 
quam ipſe ſuo judicio comprobaverit. 
Nihilominus zque certum eſt Regem ex 
[eutentia Concilii ſui, quod auget aut mi- 
nuit prout ei Jubet, poſſe latis edictis de- 
cernere ut Canones obſerventur, ac Cir- 
cumſtantias 6 modos neceſſarios-addere 
ad faciliiorem eorum executionem, live 
etiam ad veram eorum mentem explican- 
dam, eo!que accommodare ad utilitatem 
Regni lib. 6. c. 36. par. 1, 
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the better Execution of them, and accommodate them 
to the Intereſt of the State. This Autority he confirms 
from the Examples of the firſt Chriſtian Emperors, and 
the former French Kings, and adds expreſly * That the 
moſt Chriſtian Kings {till uſe that right. And now me- 
thinks the reviſing of the Canons by the Kings of Enx- 
land, eſpecially when humbly befought to do it by the 
Clergy.ſhould not bean Invaſion of the Churches rights, 
when the French Kings even without ſuch Interpoſition 
of the Church, exercile the ſame Right, and yet do, ac- 
cording to our Author, leave to the management- of the 
Clergy all power in Spirituals. I might here infiſt upon 
Collation of Benefices, which the French Kings challenge 
by right of the Regale ; but I ſhall chooſe rather to men- 


tion the aflembling of Councils, becauſe a French King 


in the. laſt Century ſeems to have doubred whether his 
Clergy might convene without his confent; as appears 
from that bold Speech of his Embaſſadour in the Council 
of Trent, which becauſe it gives us ſome inf1ght into the 
freeneſs of that Synod, I ſhalt beg leave to tranſcribe the 
latter part of it from Golda/ius * © We refuſe to beſub- 
** ject to the Command of Pius the 47h, All his judg- 
*ments and decrees we refuſe, reject, and contemn; and 


although, moſt Holy Fathers, Your Religion, Lite, and 


* Utuntur adhuc eojure Reges Chri {| © in hoc conventu, hoc eſt, ſolo Pii nutu 
ſRtianifimi. Ib par.3. | © & voluntate decernuntur & publicantur 


_ *® Collect. Conſtitut. Imperial. T. 3. 
©<p.373 Pit quarti imperium detracta- 
© mus, quzcunque fint ejus judicia & ſen- 
*rentiz rejicinus, reſpuimus, & contem- 
© nimus. Er quanquam, Pares Sznctiſ- 
* {1m1i, veſtra ornium Religio, Vita, & 
© eruditio magnz apud Nos ſemper fue- 
© rit & erit Autoritatis, cum tamen nihil 
© 2 vobis, ſed omnia magis Romz, quam 
© Tridenti aganiur, & quz hic publican- 


«ea neque Kegem Chriſtianiſhmum pro: 
&.baturum. neque Ecclefttam Gallicanam 
& pro decreto Oecumenici Concilii habi- 
<wuram. Interea quotquor eltis Galiiz 
«© Archiepiſcopi, Epiſcopi, Abbates, Dc- 
& Ctores, T heoivgi, Vos omnes hinc ab- 
<jre Rex Chritianiſimus juber, reditu- 
© ros ut primum L'eus Optimus Maximus 
& Reclefiz Catholice in Generali: u; 
© Conciliis antiquam formam 6 hberta- 


* tur magis P1i Quarti placita,quam Con- | ** rem reſtitucrit, Regi autem Chriſtian;t- 
ci'it Tridentini decrera jure zſtimentur, | © fimo ;uam digni atem & Majeſtater. 


© denunciamus & froteffamur quecunque 
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* Learning was ever andever ſhall be of great Autority 
* with Us, Yetleeing 7ou do nothing, but all things are 
* manag'drather at Rome, then at Trent; and the things 
* that are here publiſh'd are rather the Placita of Pius the 
* 4th, then the Decrees of the Council of Trent, We de- 
* nounce and proze/? here before You all,that whatſoever 
* things are decreed in this Aſſembly by the will and 
** pleaſure of Pius, neither the Moſt Chriſtian King wall 
©* ever approve.,nor the French Church ever acknowledge 
'* for the Decrees of an Oecumenical Council. In the 
* mean time the Moſt Chriſtian King commands all you 
* his Arch-Biſhops, Biſhops, Abbots, Dottors, and Di- 
*yines to depart hence; then to return, when it ſhall 
< pleaſe God to reſtore to his Catholick Church theanc1- 
* ent methods and liberty of General Councils, and to 
*the Moſt Chriſtian King his Honour and Dignity. 
Now I leave it to the Reader to judge whether any 
Reformed States ever aflumed to themſelves greater Au- 
tority over the Eccleſtaſticks, then this R. Catholick 
Prince, or Whether ever any Proteſtant expreſt himſelf 

with greater warmth concerning this Council, then that 
Proteſting Embafſador. Tt might be eafie to ſhew how 
much power the Venetian Republick exerciſes in Spiri- 
tuals, had not this been done fo lately by another Pen. 
But what hath been ſaid may ſuffice toevince, that this 
Epiſtolographer unpos'd upon the credulity of his Sir, 
- when he told him, © that he knew of no Ecclefiaſtical 
« powers denied to the Prince but which (or at leaſt the 
* chiefeſt of which) all other Chriſtian Princes, except 
* thoſe of the Reformed State,do forego to exerciſe. 

But our Diſcourſer perhaps preſum'd his Friend a 
Stranger to ſorreign affairs, and thereſore thought he 
might the more ſecurely ule a Latitude in his treating 
of thoſe; it remains therefore to examine whether he 

| "C3 has 
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has been a more faithful Relator of our own Hiſtory, 
and what truth there 1s in his laſt Epiſtolary aſflertion, 
that © he knows not of, any Eccleſiaſtical powers in 
*this Diſcourſe denied to the Prince, but what the 
* Kings of Eng/and have foregone before Henry 7he 81h. 
Now whatever 1n relation to a power in Spirituals 1s 
in this Diſcourſe accusd of Novelty ſeems eafily re- 
ducible to theſe two Heads: 

1ſt. A Supremacy in Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical denied to 
the Weſtern Patriarch : as appears by our Princes taking 
away- all manner of Forreign Juri{di&tion, prohibiting 
all appeals to the See of Rome, all Bulls from it, and in 
generall all Intercourſe with 1t. 

21y. The ſame Supremacy inveſted in the Sovereign; 
as appears by King Henry's aſſuming the title of Head 
of the Church; by the Kings making Eccleſiaſtical Laws; 
by that Synodical act of the Clergy not to aſſemble or 
promulgate any Canons without his leave; by that 
power granted to the King to viſit Eccleſiaſtical per- 
{ons, and to reform Errours and Her eſtes ; by his col- 
lating to Benefices without conſent of the Clerg gy; and 
by hindring Excommunications in foro externs. 

Now in Anſwer to this charge of Novelty; It 1s 
confeſt that the Pope did for ſome Years uſurp ſuch a 
ſuperiority; but then, as it 1s granted that he did de fa- 
ao claim ſuch a power, ſo that it did de jure belong to 
him 1s denied ; and not only ſo, but farther we affirm, 
that he neither from the beginning challenged ſuch a 
power, nor was he afterwards in fo full poſſeſſion of 
it,*but that our Princes have upon Occaſion vindicated 
their own right againſt all Papal, or, if he pleaſeth, Pa- 
triarchal Encroachments. And here waving the diſpute 
of right T ſhall confine my ſelf to matter of Fad, that 


being the only caſe here controyerted. 
Where 


XUN 


JM 


[| 9T | » 

Where 1 of the Supremacy of the Weſtern Patriarch, 
That when Auftin came over to convert the Saxons, 
no ſuch Supremacy was acknowledgd by the Briti/b 
Chriſtians is evident from the celebrated Anſwer of 
Dinoth Abbot of Bangor to Au/tin requiring ſuch ſubje- 
tion. Notum it Vobis wi. * © Be it known unto you 
* that we are all fubject and obedient to the Church of 
*God, and the Pope of Rome; but ſo as we are allo to 
'**every good & pious Chrittian, 72, to love every one 1n 
< his degree and place, in perfe& Charity, and to help 
*every one by word and deed, to attain to be the Sons 
* of God; and for other Obedience I know none due 
*to him whom you call the Pope, and as little do I 
*know by what right he can challenge to be Father 
* of Fathers. As for us we are under the rule of the 
* Biſhop of Caerl/eon upon UVske, who 1s to overlook and 
* govern us under God. This 1s farther manifeſt from 
the * Britiſh Clergy twice refuſing in full Synod after 
mature deliberation to own any ſuch ſubje&ion. That 
appeals to Rome were a thing unheard of till An/elms 
time appears from the application of the Biſhops and 
Barons to him to diſ[wade him from ſuch an attempt ; 
*+<* telling him it was a thing unheard of in this King- 
'* dom, that any of the Peers, and eſpecially one in his 
* ſtationſhould preſume any ſuch thing. That Legates 
from Rome were for 1100 Years unheard of in this King- 
dom, we may learn from a memorable paſlage in the 
fame Hiſtorian concerning the Arch-Biſhop of Vienna 
reported to have the Legantine power over England 
granted him A.C. 1100 * The News of which being 


* Spelm. Conc. p. 158. | #* Quod per Angliam auditum in ad- 

Spelm. A. C. 601. mirationem omnibus venir, Inaudirum 

* Inauditum in regno ſuo eſſe & uſi- ' ſcilicet in Brirannia cuncti ſcientes quem- 

bus ejus omnino contrarium, quemlibert libet hominum ſuper ſe vices 4 poſtolicas 

de Principibus & przcipue Te tale quid gerere nifi ſolum Archiepiſcopum Cantu> 
preſumere.. Eadm. p. 39. 30. ; ariz. Ead.p. 52.41, 

C. 3: come. 
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come to England was very ſurprizing to all people, C- 
very one knowing 1t was a thing unheard of, that any 
one ſhould have Apoſtolical Juriſdiction over them, but 
the 4rch-Bhop of Canterbury. And the event of that 
Legacy was ſuitable, * foras he came,ſo he return'd, be- 
ing "taken by no one for a Legate, nor in any thing 
diſcharging the office of a Legate. "That the Church of 
Canterbury. own'd no Superiour Biſhop to her own but 
Chriſt, appears from her being calld, *Omnium noſirum ma- 
ter communis ſub ſponſi ſui Jeſu Chrifi diſpo/1tione; and 
in another place, | Mater omnium Anplicanarum Eccleſia. 
rum, que ſuo poſf Deuin proprio letatur Paſiore. That 
appeals to Rome were prohibited in King Henry the 
2ds tire is manifeſt from the famous Capitula of Cla- 
rendon, amongſt which this is one Article. *If any ap- 
” peals ſhall happen they oaght to proceed from the 
© Arch-deacon to the Biſhop , and from the Biſhop to 
* the Arch-Biſhop,| and it the Arch Biſhop ſhall fail in 
* doing Juſtice, the /a/7 Addreſs is to be made to the 
” King. That Doctrines prejudicial to the Popes power 
were then publickly maintaind, appears from theſe Pro- 
poſitions amongſt others cenſur d by Becket, 1ſt. © That 
**none might appeal to the See Apoſtolick on any account 
© without the Kings leave. 2d. That 1t might not be 
*lawtul foran Arch Biſhop or Biſhop to depart the King- 
* dom and come at the Popes Summons without the 
*Kings leave. 3d, That no Bilhop might Excommus- 
« nicate any who held of the King in capite, nor Inter- 
* dicthis Officers without the Kings leave. Which pro 
poſitions ſo cenſur'd are {elected out of the Capitula of 
Clarendon; to tne Obtervation of which all the Arch- 
Biſhops, Biſhops, and other Eccleftaſticks { even Becket 


* Quaproprter ſicuc venir, ira reverſus #®* Ger Dorob, Coll Hiſt. Angl. 1663. 
eſt > Nemine pro Legaro ſuſceorus.. nec 24. Col. 1615.69, 
ia aliquo Legati oflicio funGus. Ibid. 
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himfelf amongſt the reſt, tho' afterwards falling of) 
had obligd themſelves by a ſolemn Oath, acknowledg- 
ing them to be the cuſtoins of the King's Predeceſlours; 
to wit, Henry the 1ſt his Grandfather, and others, and 
that they ought to be kept inviolable by all. To what 
party the Biſhops were inclind in theſe differences be- 
twixt the King and Becket we cannot better learn then 
trom Baronizs , whoſe ſevere animadverſion on theſe 
Prelates, ( whereinjhe teaches us what Kings are to ex- 
pect if they diſpleaſe his Holineſs, and how dreadful his 
Fulminations be when they come out with full Apo- 
ſtolick vigour ) the Reader may peruſe in the * Margin. 
Alike warm Expoſtulation upon theſe proceedings we 
meet with in Srapleton ( de tribus Thomis, in [homa ' 
Cant,) *©* What did this Henry the 2d tacitly demand, 
* but that which Henry the 8th afterwards openly u- 
< {urp'd, viz, to be Supreme Head of the Church of Eng- 
* land? and again * what was this , but that the King 
* of England ſhould be Pope over his own Subjects ? 
So that according to this Author, Henry the 87h was 
not the firſt of that name who pretended to be Supreme 
Head of the Church. It would be too tedious here to 
recite tke ſeveral Statutes made in ſucceeding Reigns 
againſt the Popes Encroachments, viz. the 35 of Edw. r 


* Eriſcopi Angliz ſuffraganci Sancti 
« Thomzliteris ejuidem ſu; rchicpit- 
*copi Apoſtolica legatione fungentis ex- 
6 agitat!, rehlientes, haud (ut par erat) 
*©parcre mandatis, falubres aumon'rio- 
*©nes ſuſcipere, Catholice Eccleſiz uti- 
© litati conſulere, vendicantes cam 2 mi- 


- *{errima ſervitute ſtuduerunt, ſed ex ad- 


* verlo oppoliti pro Rege contra ipium 
« {criptis, verbis, factiſque repugnant, ac 
« tantum abett ut. (quod eorum mu1eri 
* erat, ad quod & ſuis cos literis exCicavce 
&« rat ipſe Sanctus) adverſus Regein pro 
« Ecclelia {tarei.t, redarguerent, & com- 
© minarcitur ; oftentantes que 1n ar- 
*culagitte paratz erant ad feriendum, 


*©cenſuras nimirum Eccleſiaticas ab Ec” 
« cletia Romana Apoſtolico vigore pro- 
© deuntes, ut potius adverſus eundem pro 
*, Eccicfiz iibertate pugnantem Sanctiſl. 
© fimum Virum bella cierenr, telis oppe- 
<«rerent jurgiorum,in ſcandalum omnium 
*11tz audientium Epiſcoporum Ortho- 
* doxorum. Bar. An. A. C. 1197. 

* Quid aliud hic Henricus ſccundus 
tte pottulavit, quam quod Henricus 
Octaviis completa jam malitia aperte u 


ſurpatyc, nempe ut 'upremum Ecclefiz 
caput ithAnglia effur ? 


* Quidhoc elt aliud, nit ur Rex Ans 
g.ix litapud luos Pap ? 
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25 Edv. 3. Stat. de proviſoribus. 27 Ed. 3.c.1. 38 
SICHT. 2 4 fat, 2. 2 Ric- 2. C23. 18 Mc rs. 
13 R. 2. flat. 2. "+ 4 I6-A.2.C.F. SR © £02. 2. 
2 Hen. 4. cap. 4. 6 Hen. 4. cap. T. which ſpeaks of hor- 
rible miſchiets and a far cuſtom brought in of new 
in the Court of Rome. +7 Hen. 4. cap.6.8. 9g Hen, 4. 
cap. 8. 3J H.5.c.4. Which ſfeecollefted by Raftal un- 
der the title of Proviſjon and Pramunire. fol. 32.5. It 
may ſuffice to add the Opinion of our * Lawyers that 
| the Article of the 25 of Hen. 8. c. 19. concerning the 
prohibition of appeals to Rome 1s declaratory of the 
ancient laws of the Realm; * and accordingly the Laws 
made by King Henry the 8h for extinguiſhing all for- 
reign power are ſaid to have been made for the Reflor- 
ing to the Crown of this Realm the Ancient right and 
Furiſaietions of the ſame. Which rights are deſtru- 
ctive of the Supremacy of the Pope, as will farther ap- 
pear by our 2d Inquiry, how far the Regal power ex- 
tended in Cauſcs Eccleſiaſticall? Where 
| /t. As to the title of Head of the Church, we find 


that* King Edgar was reputed, and wrote himſelf Paſtor 


Paſtorum, the Vicar of Chrift, and by his Laws and Ca- 
nons aflur'd the world he did not in vain afſume thoſe 
titles; * That our Forefathers ft1ld their Kings Parrons 
Defenders, Governours, Tutors, and Protecfors of the Church. 
A _ the kings Regimen of the Church is thus ex- 
cit by King Edward t/e Corfe jor 1n his laws. Rex 
jt VICATIHS ſum: i Reps 2, ad boc eff con/litutwus, wt re- 
mum terrenum, þj pulum Domint, & ſuper omnia San- 
fn in wveneretur Fccle/t 1.12 Je GW regat , G& ab mnjuric, 1s 
Þefendat. Leg. Eav. Conf. apud Lamb. Where it is plain 
wat the challenee s the my cr of Governing the Church 


LOSES SORE 4. C7 |* 1. Eliz cr. * T wid c.$. par. | © Chap. 5. par. 
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as being the Vicar of God, fo that it was but an Ar” 
tifice in Pope Nicholas the Second -to confer on the” 
ſame King as a priviledge delegated by him, what he 
claim'd as a right deriy'd immediately from God *. 
*'To you ( faith that Pope to the Confeſſor) and your 
« Succeflours, the Kings of England we commit the 
* Adyowlſon of that place, and power in our ſtead to 
* order things with the advice of your Biſhops. Where 
by the way if we may argue ad hominem this Concel- 
ſion gives the King-of England as much right to the 
Supremacy over this Church, as a like Grant from ano- 
ther Pope to the Earl of Sicily, gives the King of Spain 
to his Spiritual Monarchy over that Province. But 
the Kings of England derive their Charter from a higher 
Power. They challenge from S. Peter himſelf to be 
* Supreme, and from S'. Paul that * every Soul ſhould be 
ſubje& to them. And the extent of their Regal power 
may be learn'd from S. Au/tin who teaches us © * that 
* the Divine right of Kings, as ſuch, authorizeth them 
*to make Laws not only in relation to Civil Afairs, 
* but alſo in matters appertaining to divine Religion. 
In purſuance of which. 

2ly. As to the power of making Eccleſiaſtical Laws: 
That the Kings of England have made Laws not only 
concerning the External Regimen of the Church, but 
alſo concerning the proper Fun&ions of the Clergy, 
namely the Keyes of Order and Juri{diQtion, 1o far as to 
regulate the Uſe of them and oblige the Perſons entru- 
ſted with them to perform their reſpetive Offices, is evi- 


* Vobis & poſteris veſtris Regibus #®* InhocReges, ficut eis divinitus prz- 
Angliz committimus advocationem e- cipitur, Deo ſerviunt in quantum Reges 
juidem loci, & omnium totius Angliz' ſunt, fi in Regno ſuv bona jubeant, mala 
Ecclefitarum, & ut vice noſtra cum Con-| prohibeant, non ſolum que pertinent ad 
cilio Epiſcoporum ftatuatis ubique quz | humanam ſocietatem, verum ectiam que 
Jaſta ſunt, pertinent ad divinam Religiunem. f ug. 

* 5 FI 1. * Rom. XII... contra ('re{cons !. 3. C51. 
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dent to any one, who ſhall think 1t worth his letſure to 
peruſe ſuch Laws yet extant. A ColleCtion of the Laws 
made by Ina, Alfred, Edward, Ethelflan, Edmund, Edgar, 
Ethelred; Canutus, and others we have, publiſ'd by Mr. 
Lambard, in which we meet with Sanaions concerning 
Faith, Baptiſm, Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, Biſhops, 
Prieſts, Marriage, Obſervance of Lent, appointing of Fe- 

ſtryals, and the like. And here 1t may not be unſeaſon- 
- able to urgean Autority which our Editor cannot juſtly 
decline; I mean Mr. Spelman jun. in his Book de Vita Al- 
fredi written by him in Engliſh but Publiſh'd in Latin 


by the Maſter of Uniyerfity College in @xford, in the 


Name of the Alumni of that Society. This Author, 
ſpeaking of the Laws made by King A/fred in Cauſes Ec- 
cleſiaſtical, makes this Inference from them. *©* Theſe 
*Laws do therefore deſerve our particular Obſeryation, 
* becauſe from them: 1t 1s evident that the Saxon Kings 
* Alfred and Edward were of Opinion that they had a 
* Supremacy as well over Ecclefiaſtical perſons as 
*Lay-men; and that the Church which: was within 
* their Dominions was not out of their Juriſdiction, or 


**ſ{ubje& to a forreign Power and exempted from the. 


* Laws of the Countrey, as Becket, An/elm, and others 
* afterwards fiercely contended. And again; * From his 
*(King Alfred's) laws it 1s evident either that the Ro- 
« man Supremacy was not yet riſen to that heig hth as 
& in after Ages, ſo as to leſſen the Juriſdiction of Chri- 


*ſtian Princes, qr if it was, yet that King. A/fred did 


*.< Hz leges hactenus obfervationem | © ique deinceps inſecuti acriter contende- 
«Cc My 7: . . CC 1 kk - s 

merentur, quod ex 1is.conſtat, etiam il-| © runt, Vita Alfr. lib, 2. par. 12. 
x 4-1 *77 my? CT anos Alfre- = Ex pins EE OEM vel 
** dUM © vardum 1enule 1e duprema- | © duprematum 1mUuum AROMAnunm 1s qlit- 
*tum habere tam in okofticos, quam 6 om temporibus nondum eo modo, qua 
* in Laicos, neque Eccleſiam, que: in ip- | © polterioribus {eculis, ſee extulifie, ici- 
<« ſorum ditione eſlet, eſſe quid peregri- | © licet ut Chriftiani Principes anguſtius 
** num, vel Principi alicui extraneo tub-/ © regnarent ; vel 1 eatenus pertigerit, non 
« ditam, domi autem Civitatis legibus 1ſo- | & tamen eo uſque le ei adjeci ile Alfred.ib. 


*« Jutam, quod Anſclmus, Beckettus, ali- 
cc 
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© not ſo far ſubje& himſelf to it. Nay ſo far was King 
Alfred from paying any ſuch Subjetion that we are 
told ©* He found out a way to ruine and deſtroy that 
* Univerſal Empire which the Romaniſts in thoſe dark 
* Ages had newly founded and were haſtning to finifh. 
Which 1s ſpoken in reference to his reſtoring the ſe- 
cond Commandment expung'd out of the Decalogue , 
of which thus that Author; © * And here 1t may not be 
*paſsd over, that in reciting the Decalogue, the ſecond 
* Commandment concerning the not making of graven 
* Images was according to the uſe of the 2d Nicene 
* Council, which was. celebrated an Too Years before, 
*1n 1ts place omitted. But that this defe& might be 
* ſupplied out of the context of the Holy Bible, after 
*that which we call the Tenth Commandment, ano- 
* ther was added to complete the juſt Number, 1n theſe 
* words, Thou fhalt not make to thy ſelf any Gods of 
*Gold; Which being added by the King himſelf as it 


© doth argue the Church to have been corrupt in her 


* Doctrine, 1o it 1s a teſtimony of the Kings Orthodoxy. 
From which one Inſtance. it is plain that; contrary to 
the pretenſions of our Author, King Edward the 6:h 
was not the 1/7 that took upon him to Reform Litur- 
gies ; for King Alfred here reſtores the Decalogue to 
its primitive Integrity : to judge what 1s agreeable to 
the word of God; for He ſupply's the defe&, which 
he finds in the Miffal, from the Scriptures : to judge 


©c* Rex viam ingreſſus eſt, quauniver-( ** Veruntamenut ex ipſo Sanftorum Bib- 
<«fali iſti Imperio, quod craſlis tempori- | © liorum contextu quod deeſt ſuppleretur, 
©: bus recens extruxerant (Pontificii) & | © poſt decimum quod dicimus mandatum 
*abſolvere deproperarant, ruinam & ex- | aliud inſuper ad juſtum Numerum ab- 
© crdium mingretur. 1. 3. par. g$. «© ſolvendum, adjicitur. Non tibi facies 
<© *Neque hoc ſane penitus omittendum, | © Deos aureos. Quod, cum ab ipſo Rege 
< yidetur,quod inter Decalogum recitan- | © ſubjungitur, Ecclefiam jam tum corrupti 
* dum fecundum quidem Przceprum de{| « dogmatis arguit, red&z autem  confeſli- 
* {culptilibus non taciendis ex uſu ſecundi| © onis Regi teſtimonium perhiber. 1.2. 
© Concilii Niceni ante centum annos ce-| © par. 5. 
*< Jebrati ſuo loco plane preztermiſſum eſt. 
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contrary to the Determinations of the Church ; for the 


Church'is here ſaid to have been corrupt in that Do- 
arine in which the King was Orthodox; to alter the 
Conſtitutions of General Councils becauſe repugnant 
to the law of God; for this Omiſſion of the Ccemmand- 
ment was ex uſu ſecundi Concilii Niceni, and: the Wor- 
ſhipping of Images here forbidden was introduc'd by 
that Council which the Romaniſts acknowledge Ge- 
neral. Theſe paſſages cited I take to be ſome of the 
perperam ſ{cripta which the Publiſher of that life men- 
tions .1n the * Preface. And accordingly we find that 
whatſoever 1s advanc'd againſt the Papal Autority in 
the Text 1s qualified in the Comment, and it 1s plain 
that King A/fred was a greater Adyerſary to the power 
of the Pope then his A/umnus the Annotator ; ſo that it 
1s matter of {urprize to find him appear in the Fron- 
tiſpiece of this Treatiſe of Church Government, who 
was ſo great an Enemy to the Anti-regal defigns oft. 
319. As to the power of calling Synods, we need no 
more to. clear this point then the very words of the 
Statute by him urg'd. 25 Hen. 8. c. 19, Where 1t 1s 
ſaid, © that theKings Humble and Obedient Subjects 
** the Clergy of the Realm of England had acknow- 
*ledg'd according to the truth that the Convocation 
** of the ſame Clergy 1s, always hath been, and ought 
 *to be affembled only by the Kings Writ. Which 1s 


farther evident from the ancient form of calling and 
diflolving Synods by a Writ in each caſe directed to: 


the Arch-Biſhop of Canterbury, as may be ſeen in D* 
Feylin *. The. Clergy did indeed before this a& of 


' King Henry 8th promulge and execute thoſe Canons. 
by their own autority, which they here promiſe. not to- 


* Errores (Authoris) retinuimus, & perperam ſcripta medicari potius, quam tol- 
lere maluimus. * Ref. Juſtif. p. 1. c. 2. 


put- 
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put in Execution without the King's conſent. But fince 
no ſuch Canons could be put in ure till made; nor be 
made but by the Clergy aflembled, nor the Clergy be al- 
ſembled but only by the King's Writ; this executing of 
Canons did in effe& as much before this Statute as after 
depend upon the King's pleaſure. 

4/y. As for viſiting Eccleſiaſtical perſons, and re- 
forming Errors and Hzrefies by proper Delegates, this 
1s a neceſlary conſequence from the Supremacy they - 
challeng'd. Without ſuch a Power how ſhall the Con- - 
teſlor regere Eccleſjam, 4 ab injurioſis defendere ? If ſuch a 
Power as this be inconſiſtent with the Principlcs even 
of Roman-Catholiques, Whence 1s it that we find Arti- 
cles ſent from Queen Mary to Bp. Bonner to be put in Ex- 
ecution by him and his Officers within his Diocels ? 
Whence is 1t that we find a Commiſſion directed to ſome 
Biſhops to deprive the Reformed Biſhops ? But to ſpeak . 
of former times, if our Kings had not ſuch a Power, 
Whence 1s it that in King Henry the fourth's Reign upon 
the Increaſe of Lo/lardy We find the Clergy thus petitt- - 
oning that Prince in the Names of the Clergy and:Pre- 
lates of the Kingdom of England, * © That according to 
*the Example of his Royal Prazdeceſlors He would 
*find out ſome remedy for the Herefies and Innovyati- 
*ons then prevailing? Whence 1s it that we find a Com- 
miflion from that King as Defender of the Catholick 
Faith to uinpower certain Perſons to ſeize upon Hereti- 
cal Books, and bring them before. his Council, and ſuch: 
as after Proclamation be found to hold ſuch Opinions, to 
be call 'd and examined before two Commiſſioners, who: 
were of the Clergy. * 


* Quatenus - inclyciſſimorum progeni- ; laudem &c: ſuper noviratibus 8 exceſſi- 
torum & anteceſſorum veſtrorum lauda- | bus prexdiftis in przſenti Farliamento 
bilia veſtigia gratio!e conſiderantes dig-} providere de remedio opportuno Tw. 
netur veſtra Kegia ceifitudo. pro conſer- | c. 5. par. 19, 
vatione dictz Eccleſiz Anglicanz ad -Dei{ * Ibid. . 
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5thlz. As for Collation of Benefices. Our learned T.aw- 
-yers aſſure us that all the Biſhopricks are of the King's 
Foundation, and that they were Originally Donative, 
not EleQive; and that the full right of Inveſtitures was 
in the Sovereign who ſignified his pleaſure therein per 
traditionem baculi &y annuliby the delivery of a Ring and 
Crofter Staft to the Perſon by him eleted and Nominat- 
ed for that Office. * Accordingly we find in the Statute 
of Provifors Ed. 3. A. 28. © the King call'd Advower 
- Paramount of all Benefices which be of the Advowrie 
of people of Yoly Church. And it is there ſaid, That 
Elections were fizt granted by the King's Progenitors 
upon a certain form and Eondition, as to demand Lt- 
cenſe. of the King to chooſe, and after Election to Have His 
Royal Aſſent, and not inother manner. That if ſuch Con- | 
ditions were not kept, the thing ought in reaſon to reſort | 
to its firſt Nature.  - | p 
Laſtly as for Hindring Excommunications in foro exter- 
770, Tt is one of the Articles of Clarendon; That None 
that hold of the King in capite nor any of His Pouſhold 
Servants may be Excommunicated, nor their Land in- 
terdicted, unleſs our Lord the Bing, if he be in the 
Kingdom, be firf treated with, or his Jultice, -if he be 
abroad ; fo that he may do what 1s Bight concerning him. 
And amongſt the ArziculiCleri. c. 7. It is complain'd that | 
the King's Letters us'd to be direfted to Ordinaries that 
have wrapt their SubjeQs in Sentence of Excommunica- ; 
tion that they ſhould afſoil them by a certain day, or elſe 
that they do appear and anſwer, wherefore they excom- 
4nunicated them. This ſhort account, however imper- 
te&t, may ſuffice to ſhew that the Regal power in $1. 
rituals challeng'd by King Henry the 87h was notquitted 
by his Predeceſſors. And if the Reader deſires a. more 


* Cokes Inſtit, 1, 3. S. 648. 61 
[0 


XUM 


[31 ] 
full account of theſe things I ſhall refer him to Dr. Ham- 
mond's Diſpatcher Diſpatch'd.c.2. Se&t. 5. Biſhop Bramhal's 
juſt Vindication c. 4. Repl. to the Biſhop of Chalcedonc. 4. 
Sch. guarded c. 12. Se&t. 3. as alſo to Sr. Roger Twiſden 
in his Hiſtorical vindication of the C. of England in point 
of Schiſm; Which Learned Author has by a through in- 
fight into Hiſtory, Law-books, Regiſters, and other Mo- 
numents of 4ntiquity enabled hunſelt to give full and. 
ample ſatisfaEtion to every unprayudicd Reader concern- 
1ng this Subject; and to convince himthat this Author 
knew very little either of the Eng/i7 Hiſtory or of his 
own Book, if He knew not of any Eccleſiaſtical powersin- 
this Diſcourſe denied to the Prince, but which were fore-: 
gone by the Kings of England before Henry the Eighth. 
| As for what he adds, © that no more Supremacy in 
* ſuch Eccleſiaſtical matters, as are delegated by Chriſt xr. 
* tothe Clergy andare unalienable by them to any Se- 
* cular power, can belong to the Princes of one time or 
* of one Nation, then do to.any other Prince of a former 
* Time, or a diverſe Nation, We willingly acknowledge 
it, fince no ſuch powers belong to any Prince, at any time; 
or of any Nation. But then there is a Supremacy i inEc- 
cleſiaſtical matters delegated by God to the Prince, which 
may be invaded by a Forreigner under a-forg'd-pretence 
| of his being Head of the Church; and henk Secular 
Laws may be made for the protection of ſuch Rights, and ' 
for thepuniſhment of thoſe who ſhall either invade them, - 
ox. vindicate ſuch Invaſion, And that perſon who un-_ 
der pretext of maintaining the Churches rights ſhall impugn 
thejuft Autority of his Sovereign may: be more a difloyal 
Subjed in theſe days, when this Autority is by the Laws 
vindicated from-Forreign Uſurpation, hen he would have 
been in thoſe days, when ſuch Uſurpation was tolerated, 
and conniy dat, 
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Having dwelt hitherto on the Epi/fle, and diſcover'd 
ſo much Infincerity 1n that, which yet was to beſpeak 
the Reader's good Opinion of the enſuing Diſcourle , 
We have no oreat reaſon to expect any fairer dealing 
in the proſecution of his deſign. And here TI ſhall be 
excusd if I be the ſhorter in the Examination of his 
Theſes, both becauſe they are ſuch as being propos'd 
only and not proyd, it lies in our power to accept, or 
reject them at pleaſure; as alſo becauſe they have al- 
ready undergone the Cenſure of a Noble Pen, and have 


" not been able to abide a fair Tryall. Some of them 


are ſo ambiguouſly expreſt that they may be either true 
or falſe according to the different conſtruction they are 
capable of. The falſ-hood of others 1s ſelf-evident ; 
But then for the better vending of theſe, ſome truths 
are intermixd according to the policy of Luther's An- 
tagoniſt obſerv'd by his Biographer *, © Who, to make 
* his bad wares faleable, diligently mixeth ſome ſmall 
* ſtock of good with evil, {o'to make this more cur- 
« rent, and all cafily ſwallow'd down together by the 
= imprudent and credulous. 

Another Artifice much praf&tisd by our Author 1s 
that he lays down his Propoſitions in general terms, 
but afterwards reſtrains them by ſuch limitations, which 
if adher d to would-make them utterly diſſerviceable to 
his Cauſe ; but then when they come to be applied, the 
Theſes are refer'd to at lar ge without any regard to ſuch 
Iimitations. "Thus when in his firſt 7 hefrs he has pro- 
posd © That 1t 1s not 1n the juſt power of the Prince 


*<©to deny giving the Miniſters of Chriſt licenſe to exer- 
'<ciſe their Office, and their Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures in 
« his Dominions, He means he faith in general, for he 
meddles not with the Prince, his denying fome of them 


* Conlid, concerning Luther $. 48. p. 99' 
to 
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to do theſe things whilft he admits others. Now it 
this Reftraint be obſervd, then all which he would e- 


ſtabliſh from this 7he/ſzs will come to Nothing. For 


he will not, I believe, preſume to ſay that the Reform- 
ing Princes ever laid a general Interdi& upon all the 
Clergy to prohibit them the exerciſe -of their Ecclefi- 
aftical Fun&tions. This 1s an A&Q which the Refor- 
mation deteſts, and which we leave to the charitable- 
neſs of the Univerſal Paſtor, who by Virtue of our Sa- 
viour's Command of Paſce oves ; challenges to himſelf a 
power of depriving the flock of all Spiritual food. Thus 


again, When 1n his third Theſrs he has afſerted that the s. 5-v 


Secular Prince cannot eject- from the exerciſe of their 
Office in his Domintons any of the Clergy, nor con- 
ſequently the Patriarch from any Autority which he 
ſtands poſleſt of by Ecclefiaſtical Canons, He reſtrains 
ſuch Canons to thoſe only that cannot juſtly be pretended 
todo any wrong to the Civil Government, Now he knows 


that all Canons which would obtrude upon us a for- 


reign uſurpd Autority are by us pretended (whether 
jJu/ily or not, they will beſt judge who impartially weigh 
our Reaſons ) injurious to the Civil Government. Anothet 


Limitation of this 7hefrs 1s © that the Civil power may S.8.p 


<«« judge, and gect, and difauthorize .Spiritual Perſons 
«for Moral and Civil Miſdemeanors damageable to the 
*Common-Wealth ; But this Limitation 1s forgot when 


from this 7he/;s He would prove the &jeQion of the Bi- 
ſhops, in Queen Elizabeth's time unlawful ; For their 


Deprivation was for refuſing the Oath of Supremacy ' 


made firſt by Roman-Catholicks in King Henrythe 8h s 
time, and reviv'd by Queen Elizabeth; ſo that the Ju- 
ftice of 1t depends merely -on the Right of the Civil 
power to make Oaths for the better ſecurity of their 
Government, and to impoſe ſuch Penalties as are ex- 

Lo) preſt 
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preſt in the Law on the Violators; and if ſuch Refu-- 
ſal be damageable to the Common-Wealth (as it was 
then judg'd) then the Deprivation of thoſe Refuſers 
will be juſtifiable according to his own Principles. 
Thus again in his 8:4 The/;zs When he has laid down, 
*'That as for things of meer Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution, 
« Neither National Synod, nor Secular power may 
* make any New Canons contrary to the Eccleſiaſtical 
< Conſtitutions of fermer Superior Councils, nor re- 
«verſe thoſe formerly made by them. He reſtrains it 
to thoſe only as neither the Prince can ſhew ſome way pre- 
judicial to his Civil Government, nor the National Synod 
can ſhew more prejudicial to their particular Church, then the 
fame Conſtitutions are to the reſt of Chriſtian Churches. 
(Where by the way methinks it ſhould ſuffice if they 
were zqually prejudicial, for one Church 1s never the 
leſs wrong'd becauſe another ſuffers.) Now we defire no 
more then the benefit of this limitation; for if the Prince 
may reverſe ſuch Conſtitutions when prejudicial to Civil 
Government, and the National Synod when prejudicial to 


their particular Church, and each of theſe are Judges of 


ſuch prajudice,(for neither doth Afquity admit,nor doth 
He appoint any other Arbiter) then each of theſe have 
as much power granted them as they challenge, which 
1s only to alter ſuch Conſtitutions as are prejudicial to 
them. Havingpremis'd thus much in general, and cau- 
tiond the Reader againſt this piece of Sophiſtry, which 
runs through the greateſt part of this Diſcourſe, T ſhall 


' now proceed toa particular ſurvey of his Theſes. 


As for the firſt and ſecond, I ſhall at preſent grant him 
that fayour which he ſeems to requeſt of all his Readers, 
ie. ſuppoſe them to be true, and ſhall content my ſelf on- 
ly toexamin what Inferences he deduces from them. 


And here I cannot but commend his Policy for ſetting 
- his 
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his Concluſtons at ſo great adiſtance from his Premiſes,for 
' they are commonly ſuch as would have by no means a- : 
greed to ſtand too nigh together. | 
From his firſt and ſecond 7 hefrs, © that the Clergy have 
© power to determine Controverſies in pure matters of 
* Religion, and to judge what is divine truth, what are 
*Errors; & that they cannot alienate this Power to the 
* Secular Prince; he infers That that Synodical A&t of s. 2. s. 
the Clergy in K. Henry the Eighth's tume, whereby they *7 
_ promiſe not to Aſſemble without the King's Writ, nor 
when Afſembled to execute any Canons without the 
King's conſent, is unlawful. Now it 1s to be obſerved that 
the Clergy neither do deny that they have a Power to 
| determine Controverfies in pure matters of Religion, 
which is what the firſt The/zs would prove; nor do they 
transfer ſuch a Power on the King, which might beagainſt 
the Tenor of the ſecond. The utmoſt which can be de- 
duc'd hence 1s, That the Clergy did for prudential mo- 
tives limit themſelves in the Exerciſe of one branch of 
| their Spiritual Power ; and it will be difficult for this 
| ' Author to: prove that He, who has a power jure divino, 
may not by humane Laws be limited in the Ule of it. 
Husbands have a power over their Wives, Fathers 
over their Children, and Maſters over their Servants by 
the Law of God, and yet this power may be regulated by 
the Laws of the Land. Thus the Prieſt has a power to 5. 27.p. 
bind and looſe from our Saviour's Commiſſion, and yet i 
according to this Author, before the Reformation the In- 
ferior Clergy might not exerciſe any Church Cenſure 
contrary to the Commands of their lawful Spiritual Su- 
perior. Thusalſo if a General Council have power to 
determine matters of Faith, then according to his Prin- 
ciples they have power to convene in order to ſuch De- 
termination, and this power of theirs is unalienable; and 
| E 2 OE yet 


XUM 


$ 25.P- 


[36 ] 

yet the Romaniſts will not allow that ſuch Conven- 
tions may be made at pleaſure, but that the hic & nunc 
are determinable by the Pope, who only has. power. 
to. indi&t Councils, and to give Autority to thoſe de- 
crees, which yet derive their power from the Coun- 
cil's being infallible, and from the Holy Ghoſt afliſt- 
ing them. 

Another A@, which from the ſame Thejis he. accuſes 
of Injuſtice, is © the Clergy's beſeeching the King's High- 
* neſs that the Conſtitutions and Canons Provincial and 
*Synodal, which be thought prejudicial to the King's 
* Prerogative Royal, or repugnant to the Laws and 
Statutes of this Realm, or to be otherwiſe overmuch 
* onerous to his Highneſs. and his Subjefts may be 
* committed to the judgment of his Highneſs, and of 
* 32 Perſons, 16 of the Temporalty, and 16 of the 
* Clergy of this Realm to be choſen and appointed by 
*the King's Majeſty, and that ſuch Canons, as ſhall be. 
* thought by the more part of them worthy to be an- 
* null d, ſhall be made of no value, and ſuch other of 
* the Canons as ſhall be approy'd to ſtand with the Law 
* of God &c. ſhall ſtand in power. Now it 1s to. be 
conſider d that the Laws, which the Clergy here defire 
may be revis'd, are of a far different Nature, and there- 
fore the Inſpection of them may well be committed 
to difterent Judges. Some of them were ſuppos'd pre- 


judicial to the King's Prerogative Royal , or repugnant to the 


Laws of the Realm, and here the Lay-Commuſſoners, be- 
ing perſons of the upper and lower Houſe of Parha- 
ment ( ſee the Stat. ) were the beſt Judges; Of others 
it was to be enquird Whether they were agreeable 10 
the word of God or not, and here the Clergy were ready 
to give their Determination. And altho' they both 
ated in azoynt Commiſſion yet no good reaſon ſeems 


a{ligna- 
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aflignable why both Lay and EccleſiaſticalJudges: ſhould 
be appointed, but that, the matters to be examin'd be- 
ing of different cognizance, thoſe which related to.Civil 
Affairs ſhould be determin'd by the 7emporalty, thoſe. 
which were of a Spiritual Nature by the Spiritualty. 
And if fo, then the deciding of theſe matters 1s. not- 
transfer'd from the Spiritualty to the Temporalty, but 
from one part of the Clergy to another. And this He 
himſelf, after all his deſcants upon this A&t, confeſleth, 
For, © whatever ſen& the words in the Przface of this $. 26.1b. 
« At were or may be extended to, I do.not think 
* the Clergy atfirſt intended any ſuch thing, as to-make 
*the King or his Commiſſioners Judges of matters 
| * of Faith or Divine truth : and for this Opinion of. 
| his He gives us his Reaſons in that, and the ſubſequent 
ages. 
, ccihes AR, which is by this Author judg'd contrary 
| to his firſt 7 heh :5, 18 that Statute of King Henry the eighth 
| which orders © that no ſpeaking, holding, or doing. a- 5 :4 p. 
* gainſt any Laws call'd Spiritual Laws made "by 4 
* Autority of the See of Rome, which be repugnant to. 
*the Laws and Statutes of the Realm, or the Kings Pre- 
* rogative ſhall be deem'd to be Hzrefie, from which he 
* infers that the King and Parliament undertake to be 
* Judges of Hzreſte. Now the King and Parliament. do. 
not here in my Opinion take upon them to decide mat- 
ters of Faith, but only to Enact that in ſuch x caſe the 
Subject ſhall not ſuffer the Puniſhment uſually inflited 
on Hzreticks ; Whether ſuch ſpeaking or doing be He#- 
reſte or not, they have power to. ordain that it ſhall not 
bedeem'd 107. e. the Speaker ſhall not ſuffer as an Hzre- 
tick. Something. parallel to this we have in- that Sza- _ 
tute of much concernment (to uſe our Author's. expreſ- * . 
ſton of another AR) made 23. Eliz, c. 1. Wherein 1t1s 
E 2 enacted 
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enacted that The Perſons who ſhall withdraw any of the 


Nuecens Majeſties Subjects from the Religion eſtabliſhed 
by Law to the Komtſh Keltgion, ſhall be to all intents ad- 
judg'd as Traytors, and ſhail ſuffer as in caſes of Vigh 
Treaſon, and the life of Perſons willingly reconctl'd. 
Where without diſputing whether every ſuch Recon- 
ciler, or Reconciled, 1s neceffarily for that ACt 7p/o facto 
a Traytor, all that is here enaQed is that he ſhall ſuffer 
as fuch; For it 1s undoubtedly within the reach of the 
Civil Power to ordain where they will infli& or not 1n- 
fliet their Secular Puniſhments, without being accoun- 
table for this to any Autority under God's. And it ſeems 


very hard that if a Subject exprefles himſelf,or acts againit 


6. 43.P, 
WO) 


ſuch Laws ofa Forreigner as are repugnant to the Laws 
of his own Country, there the Prince cannot exempt 
him from a Writ de Heretico comburendo without invad- 
ing the Churches right. 

Another A& condemn'd by Virtue of his 1/7and 24 
Theſes is © The Convocation's granting to certain perſons 
©to be appointed by the King's Autority to make Ec- 
©clefiaſtical laws, and purſuant to this, 4.2 Articles of 
* Religion publiſh'd by the Autority of King Edward 
*1n the 6:4 Year of his Reign. Now not to engage 


' my ſelf in a diſpute Whether theſe Articles were not 


really what in the Title prefix'd they are ſaid to be ? Ar- 
ticuli de quibus in Synodo London, A, D. 155 2. ad tollendam 
opinionum difſentionem, v& conſenſum vere Religionis firman- 


dum inter Epiſcopos & alios eruditos Viros convenerat, Regia 


autoritate in lucem editi, ] ſhall only accept of what 
is by him granted that de /lis convenerat inter Epiſco- 


' pos & alios eruditos Viros qui erant pars aliqua de Sy- 


. nodo London, So that here is only a part of the Synod 


employ'din drawing up theſe Articles, and not any Ju- 


r:1difion Spiritual transfer'd from Ecclefiaſtial per- 
ſons 
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{ons to Secular, which was by him to have been prov d: 
Another Interence, which he deduces from theſe 7he- 
/es, 1s the Unlawfulneſs of the Oath of Supremacy. Now $ 
how far the Regal Supremacy 1s by us extended, will 
beſt belearnt from our Articles. * © The King's Majeſty one 
* has the chief power in this Realm of England, and 
| © other his Dominions: Unto whom the chief Govern- 
E * ment ofall Eſtates of this Realm, whether they be Ec- 
* cleftaſtical or Civil, in all cauſes doth appertain, and 1s 
*not or ought not to be ſubject to any forreign Juriſdi- 
« Etion. So far for the extent of this power; but now 
for the reſtraint. © Where we attribute to the King's 
« Majeſty the chief Government, by which Titles we un- 
* derſtand the minds of ſome /{anderous folks to be of- 
** fended, Wegive not to our Prince the miniſtring ei- 
*ther of God's word,or of the Sacraments, the which thing 
* the Imjun&tions alſo, lately ſet forth by Q. Elizabeth do 
* moſt plainly teſtify , but that only Prerogative which 
* Welee to have been given always to all Godly Princes 
* 1n Holy Scriptures by God himlelf, that 1s, that they 
* ſhould rule all Eſtates and degrees committed to their 
* charge by God, whether they be Eccleſiaſtical or Tem-. 
** poral, and reſtrain with the Civil Sword the Stubborn 
* &evil doers. It 1s therefore by our Author to be proy'd 
that they who give no more to their Prince, then. 4424. 
been given always to all Godly Princes in Holy Scripture by God 
bimſelf, do alienate to the Secular Governour any Antori- 
}. ty or Office which they ( the Clergy) have recery'd and 
been charg'd with by Chrift, with a command: to exe- 
cute the ſameto the end of the World ; which being a 
Contradi&ion Leave it to him to reconcile: 
That by this Oath, or any other- Act. of Queen Eli- 
zabeth a greater Power was either aflum'd by herſelf, 


or giyen to her by Others, then is conſiſtent with that 
Auto- 
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Autority that 1s given by our Saviour to the Church 
will be very difficult for any Reaſonable man *'to con- 
ceive who ſhall have recourſe to the Injun&ion of this 
Queen to whach this very Article refers us; © * Where 
«ſhe declares that ſhe neither doth nor ever will chal- 
«lenge any Autority, but what was challeng'd and lately 
<« usd by the Noble Kings of famous memory King Henry 
* the 87h, and King Edward the 6th, which is and was 
© of Ancient time due to the Imperial Crown of this 
*Realm ; that 1s, under God to have Sovereignty and 
< Rule over all manner of Perſons born within theſe 
<her Realms, Dominions, and Countreys, of what E.- 
« ſtate either Eccleſtaſtical or Temporal ſoever they be; 
*ſo as no other forreign Power ſhall or ought to have 
*any Superiority over them. And if any Perſon that 
< hath conceited any#ther ſenſe of the form of the ſaid 
Oath, ſhall accept the ſame Oath with this Interpre- 
* tation, ſenſe, or meaning; Her Majeſty is well pleas'd 
*to accept every ſuch in that behalf as her good and 
< Obedient Subjects ; and ſhall acquit them of all man- 
*ner of penalties contain'd in the a& therein men- 
* tzon'd. againſt ſuch as ſhall peremptorily and obſtinate- 
«ly refuſe to take the ſame Oath. So that its evident 
from this Injun&tion that it's no way here ſtated what 
Autority belongs to the Church, and what to the Civil 
Magiſtrate, farther then that the Queen ( as juſtly ſhe 
might) challenged what was due of Ancient time to 
the Imperial Crown of this Realm, and neither did 
nor would challenge more; but what that was, is not 
here determin'd; and the 1s content without ſuch De- 
termination, if any Perſon would take this Oath in 
luch aſenſe as only to exclude all forreign Juriſdiction 
whether Eccleſiaſtical or Civil. 


* Sparrow's Collection pag. $3. Lond. 16$4. 
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Another A& which. He finds repugnant to his 1/. 998-36 
Theſis is King Henry the 8th's claiming, a right that no 
Clergy-man,being a Member of the Church of England, 
ſhould exerciſe the power of the Keys in his Domi- 
| nions in any Cauſe or on any Perſon without his leave 
Y and appointment. But it 1s to be remembred that 
theEccleſiaſtical. Cenſures aſſerted to belong to the Cler- 
g1e 1n the firſt 7 he/zs have reference to the things only of 
the next world; but the cenſures here ſpoken of, areſuch 
as have reference to the things of :4z5 world. The Habi- 
tual Juriſdiction of Biſhops flows, we confeſs, from their 
Ordination; but the Actual exerciſe thereof in publick 
Courts after a coercive manner 1s from the gracious Con- 
ceſlions of Sovereign Princes. | 

From.the 1/7 and 2d Zhe/is © he farther condemns the pag. 99. 

*taking away the Patriarch's Autority for receiving of 

* Appeals, and exerciſing final Judicature in Spiritual 

* Controverhies, as alſo the taking away the final judg- 

*1ng and decrhion of ſuch Controverſies not only from 

< the Patriarch 1n particular, but alſo from all the Cler- 
| _ *sgy in general, not making the Arch-Biſhop of Can- 

* zerbury or Convocation, but himſe# or his Subſti- 
| *tutes the Judges thereof For which he refers us 
to Stat. 25. H.8. 19. c. But in that Statute I find no 
mention of a Patriarch, or Spiritual Controverſies , but 
only that in cauſes of Contention having their com- 
mencement within the Courts of this Realm no Ap- 
| peal ſhall be made out of it to the Biſhop of Rome, but 
to the Arch:Biſhop of Canterbury, and for want of Ju- 
ſtice in his Courts to the King in Chancery; Upon 
which a Commiſſion ſhall be dire&ed to ſuch Perſons 
as ſhall be appointed by the King definitively to deter- 
mine ſuch Appeals. Here is nothing of determining Con- 


troverſies in pure matters of Religion, of deciding what is 
Gods 


” cs 
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Gods word, and divine Truth, What are Errors in the faith 


or in the pradtiſe of Gods Worſhip, and Service, nor any 
of the other Spiritual powers by him enumerated in 
the 1/7 Theſis; Or if any ſuch Quzfſtions should be in- 
volv'd in the Cauſes to be tried, Why may not the 
Commiſſioners, 1f Secular, judge according to what has 
been przdetermind by the Clergy ? or let us ſuppoſe a 
caſe never yet determin'd, How doth he prove a power 
of judging in ſuch cauſes transfer'd on ſecular Perſons, 
ſince 1f Occaſion requir'd, the Delegates might be Per- 
ſons Eccleſtaſtical ? | 

But not only the Aatsof State and Church, but the O- 
pinions of our DoCtors are to be examind by his Teſt, 
and therefore from the ſame 7 he/es he cenſures that A1- 
ſertion of Dr. Heplin®, that it 1s neither fit nor reaſonable 
that the Clergy ſhould be able by their Synodical Acts 
toconclude both Prince and People in Spiritual matters, 
until theſtampot Royal Autority be imprinted on them. 
Now it 1s plain to any one that views the Context, that 
the Dr. ſpeaks of ſuch a concluding the Prince and people 
in matters Spiritual, as hath influence on their Civil rights. 
For he there diſcourſes of the Clergy under King Henry 
obliging themſelves not to execute thoſe Eccleſiaſtical 
Canons without the Kings conſent which formerly they 
had put in Execution by their own Autority. But the 
Canons ſoexecuted had the force of Civil Laws, and the 


Violators of them were obnoxious to Secular puniſh- 


ments. The Dr. therefore very juſtly thought it unrea- 
ſonable any ſhould be liable to ſuch Puniſhments with- 
out His conſent, who only has the power of inflifting 
them; Nor1s this inconſiſtent with our Authors firſt 7 he- 
/:1s (had he at ſo greata diſtance remembred it) which 


extends Church-Autority only to Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures, 


* Heylins Ref. Juſtified, part. 1, F. 6. E 
which 
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| which have reference to things not of this, but the nex 
World. | 

Theſe are the Inferences which I find deduc'd, from 
his firſt and ſecond 7 heſes in the ſeveral parts of this Diſ- 
courſe, which had they been as concluſive, as they are 
| falſe, yet I do not find but that his own party (1f that be 
| the Roman Catholick) had ſuffer d moſt by them. For if 

the Supremacy given to King Henry was ſo great an In- q 
| vaſion of the Churches right, what ſhall we think of that 
| Roman Catholick Clergy, who 1o Sacrilegioully invelt- 

ed him with this Spiritual power ? If that Synodical Act. 
was betraying the truſt which the Clergy had receiy'd 

| from Chriſt, what ſhall we think of thoſe Paſtours, who 
| {o unfaithfully manag'd the Depoſzzum of their Saviour? _ 
| It denying the Popes Authority was ſo piacular a Crime, 
what Opinion ſhall we entertain of thoſe Religious Per- 
ſons in Monaſteries, who profeſling a more then ordina- 
ry Sanctity, and being obliged by the ſtricteſt Vows of 
Obedience ſo *reſolutely abjur'd it? What of thoſe Learn- 
ed in the * Univerſity, who after a ſolemn debate, and ſe- 
rious diſquifition of the cauſe, ſo peremptarily defin'd 
againſt it ? What of the * Whole Body of the Clergy, 
whoſe proper Office it 1s to determine ſuch Controverſies, y,, .. 
and to judge what is Gods Word, and divine Truth, what are. 2 
Errors, who in full Synod ſo Unanimouily rejected it? 
What of the leading part of thoſe Prelates, *Gardiner, Bon- 


* Burn Ref l. 3.p. 182, | & examinatos, deinde & di'ſputationibus 
* Convocatis undique dictz Acade-| ſolennibus palam ac publice habitis & ce- 

| miz Theologis, habitoque complurium | lebratis randem in hanc Sententiam una- 

| bierum {patio ac deliberandi tempore ſa- | nimiter omnes convenimus ac concordes 

E >: fatis ampl >, quo interim cum omni qua | fuimus viz. Romanum Epiſcopum ma- 
potuimus diligentia, Juſtirie zelo, religi- | jorem aliquam Jurifdictionem non habere 
one & conſcientia incorrupta perſcruta | {ibi x Deo collatam in facra Scriptura in 
remur tam Sacre Ecripturz- libros quam | hoc Regno Angliz quam alium quemvis 

| ſuper iiſdem approbatiſſimos Interpretes, | Epiſcopum. Anriq. Oxon. lib.1, pag. 259. 
& eos quidem ſzpe & {xpius 2 hobisevo- | * Ref.l.2.p. 142. * Ibid, p. 137. 
lytos, & :exactiſhme collatos, repetitos, ! = 
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ner, and Ton/tal, who Wrote, Preach'd, and Fratm'd Oaths 
againſt it ? What of the * Nobles and Commons, Per- 
ſons of preſum1'd Integrity, and Honour, who prepared 
the Bill againſt it? What laſtly of the Sovereign a declar'd 
Enemy of the Lutheran Doctrine, and Defender of the 
Roman Catholick Faith, who paſt that Bill into a Law, 
and guarded the SanCtion of it with Capital puniſhments? 


If all theſe acted fincerely, then it is not the Dotrine of 


the Reformed, but of the Romani/?s which is written a- 
gainſt: If not, we ſeem to have juſt prayudices againſt a 
Religion which had nogreater influence over its Profeſ- 
ſors, then to ſuffer a whole Nation of them perfidioufly 
todeny that, which if it be any part, 1s a main Article of 
their Faith ? But to return to our Author, What ſhall we 
Judge of his sk1ll in Controverfhte who from Principles a\- 
ſum'd gratis, draws Deductions which by no means fol- 
low, and which if they did follow, would be the greateſt 
Wound to that cauſe which he pretends to Patronize? 
But becauſe he has offer'd ſomething under this firſt 7 he/s, 
why the Prince ſhould pay an implicit Obedience to his 


Clergy, I comenow to confider it. © He tells us there- 


* fore that the Prince profeſſeth Himſelf with the reſt of 
< the Chriſtians as to the knowing of Spiritual Truths 
* a Subjet and Scholar of the Church ; and he earneſtly 
*clauns a Supreme power and confefleth an Obligation 
* from Godover alk Perſons in all Spiritual Matters to 
* bind them upon Temporal Puniihments to Obedience 
<* of the Churches (or Clergys) Determinations and De- 
*crees. But here heeither willingly miſrepreſents, or 
1gnorantly miſtakes our Principles ; For the Prince 


claims a ſupreme power over all perſons, to bind them 


by temporal Puniſhments to the Obedience not of the 
Churches , but of Chrifts Laws; or of the former, no farther 
then they are agreeable with the /azzer. © But, faith He, 

if 


*. Ibid. p. 144, 
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*« if the Prince meaneth here only where himſelf firſt 
< ;Judgeth ſuch their Decrees Orthodox and right, this 
© power 15 1n cffett claim'd to bind all perſons in all Spi- 
*ritual matters only to his own Decrees; whilft he pre- 
* tends an Obligation both of himſelf and His Subjects 
* to the Churches. But, what if the Prince judge ſuch, -; {by 
Decrees neither 0rthodox nor right ? Muſt he here give © 
them the Autority of Civil Sanctions ? This 1s to eſtablish 
Iniquity by a Law; and a power 1s claim'd 1n effe& to 
bind all perſons to the Decrees of the Clergy, whillt, as has 
been faid, He pretends an Obligation of Himſelf & Sub- 
Jets to the Laws of Chrift, But he goeson and tells us, 
« Thatall Texts of the New-Teſtament do ordain Obedi- 
*ence of Church-men to the Pagan Princes, that then 
*Reigned, no leſs then to ozhers, From which I ſuppoſe 
he would infer an exemption from Obeying the Prince 
in Spiritualibus, But ſuppoſing that all Textsdo zqual- 
ly ordain Obedience to Princes Pagan, and Chriſtian, yet 
the Obedience to a Chrifian Prince will be of greater la- 
titude, fince becauſe he profefles the true Religion, his 
Commands in Spirituals not contradidting our Saviours 
will exa&t our Compliance. Obedience in /iciris 18 all the 
Subjetow's to a Prince either Chriſtian or Infidel; but 
the C -riſtian Prince will oftner challenge my Obedience, 
becauſe he more rarely tranſ{greſleth the bounds of /icit a. 
It as he adds, all Princes are _oblig'd with the Sword 
* which God hath given them to prote& and defend his 
*?rue Religion, and Service in their Dominitons, when- 
* ſoever it offers it ſelf to them ; Since many Religions 
offer themſelyes, it becomes the Prince to take Care 
which is the zrue; and not to take, whatever is offer'd; 
which would be utterly deſtruQtiveof our Authors Prin- 
ciples. As for the Ads of Ancient Councils obliging even 
wit hout the Emperours conſent, We own their Obligation 
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over their proper SubjeQs, ſo far as they were agreeable 
with the Laws of Chriſt, and his Apoſtles ; and urge the 
Autority of Emperours no farther then as adding their 
Civil power to the Spiritua/ Power of the Church. And 
here we challenge no other Power toour Princes, then 
was exercisd by Chriſtian Emperours, that 1s, to call 
Synods, and to have a liberty of confirming, or not con- 
firming their Decrees by C:vil SanEtions. As for what 
he cites out of our Writers, all amounts to no more then 
this, that there are ſome Offices peculiar to the Church ; 
Which neither do we deny, nor did our Princes ever 
invade theſe FunEtions. But becauſe from hence He 
would infinuate that the Prince has no power at all in 
Cauſes £ccleſraſtical, & in his Citations from theſe Writers 
comes up to that Character which the * Book of Educa- 
7i0n gives us of the SLY, the CLOSE, and the R E- 
SERU'D, who take notice of ſo much as ſerves to their 
own deſigns, and miſinterpret and detort what Tou ſay even 
contrary to Tour intention; I ſhall as briefly as may be ſhew 
that their Conceſſions are far from giving any Counte- 
nance to his Cauſe. Biſhop Andrews doth indeed ſay 
(as all other of our Church) Pore/tatis mere Sacerdotalzs 
ſunt Liturgie, Conciones. 1. e. dutza legs explicandi munus ; 
claves, Sacramenta, emma gue poteſiatem ordinis conſe- 
quuntur; But then there are other Ecclejza/iical powers 
which he challenges to the Prince ; viz. * To have Su- | 
preme Commandain the extcriour Polity of the Church; 
" To be keeper of bozh Tables ; < To exerciſe all that 
Power which the good kings of Iirael did ; 4 To make 
kccletaftical Laws; To« delegate Perſons to judge in 

* Book ot Educ. Ox. 1577 p. 86. ces Iſrael fecetunt, id ut Ei faciendi jus fit 

« In iis, quz !'xterioris politiz ſunt, ut | ac poreſtas. Ib. 
precipiar, iyo ſibi jure vindicat, Torr. d Leges Autoritate Regia ferendi, ne 
> 285. blaſphemetur Deus, ut jejunio placetur 
Deus; ut fefto honoretur. Ib. 


e Delegandi qui de lege ſic lata judi- 
cent Ib. | , 
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cauſes Ecclefiaſtical; To 'puniſh the breach of thoſe 
Spiritual Laws; To *learn the will of God not only 
from the Mouth of the Clergy, but alſo from the Scrip- 
zure; 'To * have autority over all Perſons ; To*' &ge& 
even the High Prieſt 1f he deſerve 1t; To «pull down 
High-places'; and to Reform the Church from Tdolatry 
and Superſtition. Theſe He claims to appertain to the 
Prince ® Fure Divino, _. 

The next Author 1s Dr. Car/ton, He amongſt other 
rights of the Church reckons In/titution and Col/ation of 
Benefices, which this Writer marks with /talian Chara- 
ders, and makes much Uſe of: But this Apoſtolical 
Inſtitution and Collation by the Biſhop alluded to, doth 
allo involve in it Ordination, even as the Ordination 
{which 1s obſerv'd by himſelf © from the Biſhop) fig- 
nified alſo Inſtitution in the charge and cure. But the 
Collation challeng'd by our Princes 1s of another Na- 
ture, and ſignifies no more then the Nominating a Per- 
{on to- be Ordain'd to ſuch an Vice, or preſenting a 
Perſon already Ordained to ſuch a Benefce; And the 
right of Inveſtitures ( which 1s the ſame with ſuch a 
Collation) is by this Biſhop * afſerted to Emperours. 
This being clear d which was by him on purpoſe per- 
plex'd, If we take the extent of the Regal power from 
this Biſhop, He tells.” us, "That Sovereign's as Nurſing 
Fathers of the Church are to ſee that Biſhops and all 
Inferiour Miniſters perform their faithfull duties in 


et. Religionis cauſa ſit, in eos Autoritate /Sive in [dololatriam abeat Vitulus au- 
Regia animadvertendi Jb. reus ; {ive in Superſtitionem Serpeirs Zne- 


F Siqui in Leges ita latas committant, ["1Si abolendi. Ib. 
g Non uttotus ab alieno ore pendeat, | us, utrumque comminuendi. tb, 


iple « ſe nihil dijudicer. Ib. m_ Hzac Primatus apud nos jura ſunt, ex 
hb Omnibus omnium ordinum. jus di- | fare divino. Ib, 

cendi. Ib, | a Pag. 13. 
i Abiathar ipſum, fi ita meruit, Ponti- | o Juriſd, Reg. Ep. p. 137. 

ficatu abdicandi. 382. *' p 1d. p. 10, 
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their ſeveral places, and if they be found faulty to 
puniſh them. 

His next Author is Mr. 7horndike , Who is as large 
as any one in the Vindication of the Churches rights ; 
and Yet He tells us ?, that No Man wall refuſe Chr1- 
ftian Princes the Intereſt of protecting the Church a- 
gainft all ſuch Ads as may prove prayudicial to the 
common Faith. He holds (as this Writer with great 
concern * obſerves ) that the Secular power may reſtore 
any law, which Chriſt or his Apoſtles have ordained, 
not only againſt a Major part, but all the Clergy and 
Governours of the Church; and miy, for a Pznalty of 

_ their oppoſing it, ſuppreſs their power and commit it | 
to others, tho' they alſo be eſtabliſhd by another Law 
Apoſtolical. Thus 7hat conſtderative man, who held not 
the Pope to be” Antichrist, or the Hierarchy of the Church 
to be followers of Antichriſt \, 

Biſhop Taylour (his next Author ) doth with the reſt 
aſſert, that the Epiſcopal! Office has ſome powers annex d 
to 1t, independent on the Rega/; But then he farther : 
lays down theſe Rules, * That the Supreme Civil-power 
1s alſo Supreme Governour over al/ Perſons, and in all 
Cauſes; * Hath a Legiſlative power in Afﬀairs of Religion 
and the Church; * Hath Juriſdiction in cauſes not only 
Ecclefiaſtical, but alſo Internal and Spiritual; ” Hath 
autority to convene and diflolve all Synods Eccleſia- 
ſtical; * Is (indeed) to govern in Caules Eccletiaſtical 
by the means and meaſure of Chriſts Inſtitutions, 7. e. 
by the Aſſiſtance and Miniſtry of Eccleſiaſtical Perſons, | 
* but that there may happen a caſe in which Princes | 


9 Epilog. pag. 39T. x Ibid. r. 7. 

r» Church Government, pag. 399, y Ibid. r. 7. n. 9, 
FL Church Government, pag. 391. z Ibid. r. 8. 

# Ductor Dub. 1.3. &.3. r. 4. | a Ibid. r. 8, A. 6. 
s Ibid.r. 5, 
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may and muS7 refuſe to confirm the Synodical decrees , 
Sentences, and Judgments of Ecclefiaſtics ; * That Cen- 
ſures Eccleſiaſtical are to be inflifted by the conſent 
and concurrence of the Supreme Civil power. 

The next Author cited 1s the Learned Primate Brambat; 
and We haye here reaſon to wonder that one Who 
pr=tends to have been converſant in his Writings, dares 
appear in the Vindication of a Caufe, which the Learned 
Author has ſo longe ſince fo shamefully defeated. As 
for, the right of Sovereign Princes, "This Arch-Bishop 
will tell © him, < That to affirm that Soyereign Princes 
* cannot make Ecclefiaftical Conſtitutions under a Civil 
< pain, or that they cannot (eſpecially with the advice 
«* and concurrence of their Clergy afſembled m a Natio- 
* nal Synod) reform errors and abuſes, and remedy In- 
*croachments, and Uſurpations in Faith-or Diſcipline, 1s 
* contrary to the ſenſe and praQtile of all Antiquity,and as 
<« for matter of Fad He will inſtru him, 4 that our Kings 
< from time to time call'd Councils, made Ecclefiaſtical - 
* Laws, punishd Ecclefiaſtical Perſons, ſaw that they 
* did their duties in their calling &c. From this Bt- - 
*shops acknowledgment, that the Bishops are the pro- 
per Judges of the Canon, this Author that He may ac- 
cording to the Language of a * modern Pen, as well 
waken the [ aciturn with Queſtions, as ſilente the Loquacious 
with baffling fallacies,.takes Occaſion briskly to ask whe- 
ther © this Bishop doth not mean here that the Bishops 
*may both compoſe and execute Canons 1n the King's 
* Dominions, and uſe Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures by their. 
* own Autority ? But ſee, faith He, the Bishops deprivd 
© of the former power in the Reformation. To which 
I anſwer that the power of which they were depriv'd 

6 Ibid. 1.3. c.4.r.8. | d Tbid. p. 76. | 
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in the Reformation was only of /«ch an executing the 
Canons as carried with it pecuniary and corporal Pu- 
niſhments, and this power the Biſhop has told him they 


could not Exerciſe by their own Autority. And here 


it were to be wiſh'd that our Author in reading this Bi- 
ſhop's Works had made uſe of his advice, © 7o cite Authors 
fully and faithfully, not by halves, without adding to, or new 
moulding their Autorities according to F ancy or Intereſt. 
Thenext Adyocate againſt Regal Supremacy 1s King 
Charles the Firſt; But 1f we may take a draught of that 
Blefſed Martyr's Sentiments from his own Portraiture, 
*: Hedid not think his Autority confin'd to Civil Aﬀairs, 
< but that the true glory of Princes conſiſts as well in ad- 


* yancing Gods Glory in the maintenance of true Reli- 
* gion, and the Churches good; as in the Diſpenſation of 


* Coil power with Juſtice, and Honour, to the publick 
* Peace. sHe thought himſelf (as Ming) intruſted by 
* Godand the Laws, with the good both of Church and 
* State, and ſaw noreaſon why he ſhould giveup, or wea- 
* ken by any change, that power and Influence which in 
* right and reaſon He ought to have over bozF4., He 
"thought himſelf oblig'd to preſerve the Epiſcopal Go- 


*yernment in its right Conſtitution, (not becauſe his Bi- 


* hops told him ſo, but) becauſe his ZFudgment was fully ſa- 
* tisfied that it had of all other the beſt Scripzure grounds, 
* and alſo the conſtant practice of Chriſtian Churches. 
He was no Friend of implicit Obedience, but after he has 
told the Prince, * that the beſt Profeſſion of Religion 1s 


that of the Church of England, adds ©T would have 


* your own 7udgment and reaſon now ſeal to that Sacred 
* Bond which Education hath written, that it may be ju- 


* diciouſly your own Religion, and not other Mens Cu/cm, 


e Ibid. p. 156. g Ibid. cap. 17. 
f E1lK, Bxo. Adv. tothe Pr. of Wales. þ Adv. to the Pr. of Wales. 
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© or Tradition, which you profeſs. He did not give that 
glorious Teſtimony to the Religion eſtabliſhed in the 
Church of England, © that it was the be/t in the World, 
© not only in the community as Chritian , but alſo in 
« the ſpecial Notion as Reformed; and for this reaſon 
& required and intreatedthe Prince as his Father, and his 
* King, that he would never ſufferhis Heart to receive the 
© leaſt check againſt,or diſaffeEtion from it; till he had firſt 
© tried it, and after much ſearch, and many diſputes thus 
concluded. 

Theſe are the Sentiments of our Authors, in which if 
I have been over-long, the Reader will excuſe me, that 
I chooſe rather to intermix ſomething uſeful from theſe 
great Pens, ther» to entertain him altogether with the 
Paralogiſmsand prevarications of this Writer. There is 
nothing that remains conſiderable under this firſt 7 hefes, 
but his Sub-ſumption, © that whatever powers belong'd 
© to the Church in times of perſecution, and before Em- 
< perours had embrac'd Chriſtianity, are, and mu/# ſtill be 
* allowed to belong to her in Chriſtian States. Which 
T conceive not altogether ſo Neceflary that it muf? be al- 
lowed, and Iam ſure by our Authors it is not. As for 
Convening of Councils ( the pywer of greateſt concern) 
Biſhop Andrews to this Quzſtion ( © What fay you to 
« the 300 Years before Con/tantine? How went Aſſemblies 
*then ? Who call'd them all that while?) returns this 
* Anſwer. Truly as the people of the Jews did before 
*1n Agypt under the tyranny of Pharaob: They were 
*then a Church under perſecution, until Mo/es. was 
*raisd up by God a Lawful Magiſtrate over them. The 
* caſes are alike for all the world. No Magiſtrate did 
* aflemble them in Ag yp?, and good reaſon why; they 
* had none to doit. But this was no barr, but when 


; Serm. of the- right of Aſſemblies. 
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* Moſes aroſe, authoriz'd by God, & had the Trumpets by 
* God deliver'd to him, He might take them, keep them, 
* uſe them,for that end, for w® God gave them, to aſ/emble 
* rhe Congregation --- Shall Moſes have no more to do then 

* Pharaoh ? or Con/tantine then Nero? See alſo * Dr Field. 
His Third Thefss is, That the Secular Prince cannot * de- 
poſe or ejea from the exerciſe of their Office in his Dominions 
any of the Clergy, nor introduce others into the place of the 
ejected, But the Queſtion here 1s not, Whether the 
Prince can ejed any of the Clergy from the Exerciſe of 


' their Office, but, Whether he can depole any for not Ex- 


erciſing it? While the Clergy faithfully diſcharge their 
Office, the Prince ought to protect them ; and if for this 
they ſuffer, no doubt but they are Martyrs. But it is 
poſlible they may abu/e their power, and then it is to 
be enquird, Whether Civil Laws may not inhibit them 
the V/e of it? This Author holds the Negatiye.,. and 


tells us 1/}, They cannot eje& them at pleaſure, with- 


out giving any cauſe thereof. But he doth not pretend 


that the Reforming Princes ever ejeted any without a 
Cauſe given. And therefore he adds 2y, Neither may 


Princes depoſe them for any Cauſe which concerns things 
Spiritual; but with this Limitation, without the con- 
ſent of the Clergy. T could wiſh he had here told us 
what he ment by things Spiritual. For things, as wel! 
as Perſons Spiritual are of great Extent. (* Pope Paul 
the 34 told the Duke of Mantua, that it 1s the Opinion 
of the Doctors, that Prieſt's Concubines are of Ecclfiaſti- 
cal Juriſdition.) But he gives us his reaſon for his aſ- 


ſertion; © Becauſe it 1s neceſſary that a Judge to be a 


*competent one have as well poteftatem in cauſam, as 1n 


*Perſonam, and the Prince as has been mention dun the 


* 1/2 Theſis has no Autority to judge ſuch Cauſes purely 


* Field ofthe Church. 1.5 c.52. 6 Soave Hiſt. of Conc, Tr. pag. 77. "IR 
« Spiritual. 
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*Spiritual, Now the power denied to the Prince 11 
the 1/7 Theſis is to determine matters of Faith, But may 
not the Prince judge whether an Eccleſiaſtick deſerves 
Deprivation without determining a Matter of Faith ? 
May not he judge according. to what has been already 
determin'd by the Church ? Or may not heappoant ſuch 
Delegates as can determine matters of Fath? Or are al 
the Cauſes, for which a Clergy-man may be deprivd, 
merely Spiritual? By Virtue of this Thefts. he proves 
the Eje&ion of the Weſtern Patriarch unlawful. Now re: 37 
was not this Matter of- Faith already - determind by 
the Clergy ? Had they not unanimoutly decreed, That 
he had no more Autority here, then any other forreign 
Biſhop? And can the King be ſaid here to have ated 
without the conſent of the Clergy? And yet that matter of 
fat is applied to this The/zs. As for the FjeCtion of the 
Biſhops in King Edward's time; 1s not that confeſt to 
have been for not acknowledging the Regal Supremacy ? pag. 70. 
But this was a matter which wanted no new Determi- 
nation, for the Church-Autority had decided it in their 
Synod in King Henry's Reign. But it is faid, © the Judges 
*were not Canonical, as being the King's Commiſſio- 
* ners, part Clergy , part Laity, But neither was the 
cauſe purely Canonical; for denying the Supremacy 
was not only an infringment of the Canon, but alſo a 
Violation of an A& of Parliament. As for the Biſhops, 
Bonner and Gardiner, they were: accusd for-not aflert- 
ing the Civil. power of the King in his Nonage. Nor 
do they plead Conſcience for not doing it, but deny the 
Matter of Fa& *. The ſame Objections were then made 
againſt their Deprivation, as are reaſſum'd by this Au- 
thor now; and therefore it may ſuffice to return the 
{ame an{wers. * That the Sentence being only of De- 


* Burn. Hiſ. Ref. part. 2. 1. 1. p. 127, 165. 2 Z 
G 2 « priyation 
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* privation from their Sees, it was not ſo entirely of Fc- | 

« clefiaſtical Cenſure, but was of a mix d nature, ſo that ; 

*Lay-men might joyn 1n it; & fince theyhad taken Com- ; 

* miſſions from the King for their Biſhopricks, by which | 
* they held them only during the Kings pleaſure, they 
* could not complain of their Deprivation , which was 
« done by the King's Autority. Others who look d farther 
* back, remembred that Conftantine the Emp. hadappoint- 
*ed Secular Men to enquire into ſome things obje&ed 
* to Biſhops, who were call d Cognizores, or 7riers; and 
«ſuch had examin'd the buſineſs of Cecilian Biſhop of 
** Carthage, even upon an Appeal, after it had been tried 

* by ſeveral Synods; and given Judgment againſt Dona- 
* 245, and his party. The ſame Conftantine had alſo by 
*his Autority put Eu/tathizs out of Antioch, Athanaſius 
© out of Alexandria, and Paul out of Con/tantinople; and 
* though the Orthodox Biſhops complain'd of their par- 
<* ticulars, as done unjuſtly at the falſe ſuggeſtion of the 
* Arrians, yet they did not deny the Autority of the 
Tvid.p. * Emperors in ſuch caſes. But neither 1s the Arch-Bi- 
" ſhop of Canterbury by this Authorallow'd to be a pro- 
per Judge ; & that, becauſe He did not A by his Canonical 
Superiority in the Church , but by the Autority he joyntly with 
the reſt receiv'd from the King; As if he had ever the leſs the 
power of a Metropolitan , becauſe He was alſo the 
King's Commiſſioner. By this way of arguing the De- 

_ crees of Oecumenical Councils will be invalid, becauſe 
they were call d to determine Controverhes by the com- 
mand of Emperors. But how Uncanonical ſoever King 
Edward s Biſhops are faid to have been, He does not ex- 
cept againſt Queen Mary's Biſhops, tho they in depriving 
the Reformed, acted by Commuſſion from the Queen. As 
for the Biſhops ejected in Q. Elizabeth's time, it has been 

already ſaid it was for a Civil caule, 7. e. refuſing the 

Oath 
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| Oath of Supremacy; which why 1t ſhould be lawful ir 
her Father's time, and unlawful in her's; why it ſhould 
| be contriv'd by Roman Catholics in 2hat Reign , and 
| {crupled by the ſame Roman Catholics in his, Why it 
| {ſhould be inoffenſive, when expreſt in larger terms, and 


| ſcandalous, when mitigated ; whence on a ſudden the 
| Refuſers eſpied ſo much Obliquity in that Oath, whuch 
| they had all took before probably either as Bifhops or 
|  Prieftsin the reigns of King Henry the 8/h, and Edward 
the 67h; whence this change of things proceeded, unleſs 
from ſecret intimations from Rome, or their own Obſti- 
nacy, will not eafily be conjeftur'd. As for his Nore, 
that what is ſayd of the other Clergy may be ſaid likewiſe of the 
Patriarch, for any Autority which he ſtands poſſes d of by ſuch * 
Eccleſraſtical Canons, as cannot juſtly be pretended to do any 
wrong to the Civil Government, Hehas been often told by 
our Authors, that Patriarchs are an Humane Inſtitution; 
That as they were erected, ſo they may be diflo!y'd by 
the Prudence of Men; that as they were ere&ted by leave 
and confirmation of Princes, ſo they may be difloly'd by 
the fame; that the Biſhop of Romes Patriarchate doth 
not extend beyond the ſub-urbicary Churches; that 
| we are without the reach of his Juriſdiction, and 
therefore that the power claim'd over us 1s an Invafſi- 
on; that did not Popes think fit to diſpence with them- 
ſelves for Perjury, having ſworn to keep inviolably 
the Decrees of the Eight firſt General Councils, they 
would not inplain oppoſition to the * Nicene and * / 
ne 
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"Exxanacs, Can. 7. Here the Council de- | 
crees that Ancient Cuſtoms shouild pre- 
vail; thatthe Priviledges of all Churches 
in their diſtinct Provinces should be kept | 
inviolable. We deſire the Bishop of Kome's | 


Patriarchate over the Britannic C hurches 
Should be prov'd to be an Antient Cu- 
ſtom ; and if not that the Priviledges of 
theſe Churches may be preſerv'd. 

& The Fathers of the Epheſine Council 
having decree'd that the Cyprian Prelates 
Should hold their rights untouch d and un 
violated, according to the Canons of the 
Holy Fathers, and the Ancient Cuſtoms, 

Ordaining + 
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fine Canons pretend to any Juriſdiction 'over us; That 
they ſo invading ought to be judgd by a free Oecu- 
menical Synod if ſuch an one could be had; but that 
this Remedy being precluded us, Each National Church 
has liberty to free her ſelf from ſuch Uſurpation; that 
the Church of England pleads the benefit of this Right; 
and her Sovereigns having power to transfer Biſhop- 
Tricks, might remove the Patriarchate from Rome to 
Canterbury, and juſtly exclude any forreign Prelate from 

uriſdition within their Territories; But that the power 
claim'd by the Pope (however mollified by the Novices 
of that Church) is more then Patzriarchal, and that it 
is not.our Rule (which this Author ſo much diſlikes ) 
but Pope Leo's the © 1/7, that propria perdit, qui indebita 
concupiſcit, This plea of a Weſtern Patriarchate is fatally 
confounded by that one plain Period of Biſhop * Bilſon. 
« As for his Patriarchate, by God's law he hath none; 1n 
<this Realm for Six Hundred years after Chrift he had 
* none; for the laſt 6 Hundred years looking after greater 
* matters he would have none; Above or againſt the Princes 
«Sword he can have none; to the ſubyerſion of the 
«Faith, and Oppreflion of his Brethren he ought to have 
*none; He muſt ſeek farther for Subje&ion to his Tri- 
 <bunal; this land oweth him none. 
So much for the firſt branch of this Theſis; the 24 1s, 


Ordaining their own Bishops, and that , and all Provinces every where, That no 


the Bishop of A»tioch who then pretend- 
ed Juriſdiction over them, (as the Bi- 
shop of Rome now doth over us)should 
be excluded, add farther. Ts I dvr x5 
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Bishop occupy any other Province, which 
formerly and from the beginning was not 
under the power of him or his Predeceſ- 
ſors. Ifany do occupy any Province, or 
ſ\ubjeCt it by force, let him reſtore it. Now 
we plead the Cyprian Priviledges, and de- 
Ire we may be exempted from the Juriſ- 
diction of the Bis hop of Rome till it is 
prov'd that He or His Predeceſlors did 


yeipz ngmanrauCdier, d\N" & wy Ts Te | from the Beginning exerciſe any power 
defy, ; 6p" EevrTo FimunTar Cranawa gy Te: | inthele Churches. 


Toy &roJoyau 8c, Conc. Eph. Can. 8. Let 
the ſame be obſery'd in other Dioceſles, 


c Ep. 54. 
d True Dif. part. 2, 
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that 25 the Prince cannot ejef, or depoſe the Clergy, ſo neither 
can he introduce any into the place of thoſe, who are ejefted, or 
deceas d without the concurrenceof the Clergy. Tf by the con- 
currence of the Clergy, he means that the Perſon aſſign 'd 
by the Prince to any ſacred office cannot execute it till he 
be ordain'd by the Clergy, No one will deny it ; Or if he 
- think that the Ordainer ought to lay hands on none but 
whom he efteems fit for the diſcharge of fo ſacred an 
Office ; here alſo we agree with him ; But how doth 
it follow that becauſe Ordination, which i 1s conſecrat- 
ing Men to the work of the Holy Miniſtry, 1s the pro- 
per Office of the Clergy, the Prince may not” recom- 
mend to the Church a fit Perſon 1o to be conſecrated, or 
aſlign to the Perſon already conſecrated, the place where 
he ſhall perform that Holy Work ? As for the Canons 
by him alledg'd; they being Humane Inſtttations, are 
not of Aternal Oblivation, but changeable according 
to the different State of the Church. If-the 31/ Apo- 
ſtolick Canon, which excommunicates all who gain Be- 
nefices by the Intereſt of Secular Princes, and forbids 
the People to communicate with them, {till oblige ; then 
we are exempted from Communion with the Biſhop of 
Rome. How comes the latter part of the 67h Canon 
of the Nicene Council which concerns the Elecion'of 
Biſhops ſtill to be valid, and. the former part, which' li- 
mits the Juriſdiction of Patriarchs, ſo long ſince to be null? 
Why muſt theC. of England accept the 2d Nicene Coun- 
cil in matters of Diſcipline, which the * Gallican Church 
rejected in matters of Faith? Were the Canon of the La- 
odicean Council, here cited, pertinent to the purpoſe, as it 
15 not, (1t being directed only againſt popular EleCtions) 
yet why muſt that be indiſpenſable, when another Ca- 
non, which enumerates the Canonical-books of Scripture, 


* Petr. de Marc, 1.6. c. 25.8. $. 
has 
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has ſo little Autority ? Itis plain the 1nanners of Electi- 
ons have varied much in thedivers States of the Church. 
The. Apoſtles and Apoſtolical Perſons nominated: their 
Sutceflors; afterwards Biſhops were choſe by the Clergy, 
and the people; after, by the Biſhops of the Province, the 
Metropolitan ratifying the choice; In proceſs of time 
Emperors, when become Chriſtian, interpos'd and con- 
ſtituted and confirm d: even. Popes themſelves *. Nor 
is this Power of Princes repugnant to Holy Scripture, in. 
which we find that * King Solomon put Zadok the Prieſt 
in the Room of Abiathar; That* Jehoſaphat ſet Amariah 
the Chief-Prieſ# over the People in all matters of the Lord: 
That He * /et of the Levites, and of the Priefls, and of the 
Chief Fathers of Iſrael, for the Fudgment of the Lord, and for 
Controverſtes, As for his alledg'd Inconvenience, that, 
if temporal Governors can place, and diſplace the Clergy, they 
will make the Churches Synods to ſtate divine matters accord: 
ing to their own minds,and ſo the Church will not be prafſeru'd 
incorrupt in her Dodrine and Diſcipline, They who main- 
tain-the juſt rights of the Prince are not obliged to de- 
fend the abuſe of them; there is perhaps no power or- 
daind for our good, which may not be perverted to mil- 
| chief; were this right of placing and diſplacing left toa 

Patriarch or a Synod, yet either of theſe might ſo manage 
their truſt that a corrupted majority of Clergy night ſtate 
divine matters according to their own minds, and 1ſo the 
Do&rines of Chriſt be changd for the Traditions of men. 
But to theſe objected Injuries which the Church may ſut- 
fet from a bad Prince, we ought to oppoſe the benefit fhe 
receives from the Protection of a good one; Nor is it more 
true that Con/tantius an Arrian, by his unjuſtly diſplacing the 
Orthodox Biſhops, procur d Arrianiſm to be voted in ſeveral 
Eaſtern Synods, then that the facceeding Emperors by 


* Marca. de Conc. Imp. & Sac. cap. 8. * iKing, C-2.y.35. *2 Chr. 19.11. *v.8. 
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juſtly diſplacing the Arrian Biſhops procur'd the Nicene 
Faith to be receiv d in ſucceeding Synods. But for theſe 
miſchiets, which a National Synod 1s liable to, our Au- 
thor has found out, as he thinks, a Remedy 1n his 

Fourth Theſis, 7 hat a Provincial, or National Synod may 
not lawfully make any definitions in matters of Faith, ar in re- 
forming ſome Error, or Hereſy, or other abuſe in God's Service 
contrary tothe Decrees of former Superior Synods,or contrary to 
the judgment of the Church Univerſal of the preſent Age ſhew'd 
in her publick Liturgies. But there 1s a Theſis in our Bibles, 


which ſeems to me the very contradictory of this. For 


faith the Prophet expreſly, * Though [/rael tranſgreſs, yet 
let not Fudah Sin, Tho' ten tribes continue corrupted in 
their Faith, yet let the remaining Tribe take care to re- 
form her ſelf. For that 7udah had finned,and conſequent- 
ly was here commanded to reform 1s plain from the words 
of Scripture, where it 1s 1aid, that *udah kept not the Com- 
mandments of the Lord her God, but walk'd in the Statutes of 
{/rael which they made. But this argument of National 
Councils reforming without the leave of General has been 
manag'd with ſo great Learning and Demonſtration by 
Arch-Biſhop' Laud in his Diſcourſe with Fiſher, and his 
Lordſhips Arguments ſo clearly vindicated by the Reve- 
rend D. $:illingfleet, that as it 1s great Preſumption in this 
Author to offer any thing in acauſe which has had the 
Honour to haveſufterd under thoſe Pens,{o neither would 
it be modeſt in me to meddle any farther in a Contro- 
verſie by them exhauſted. T ſhall therefore proceed to his 

Fifth Theſis, That could a Natioual Synod make ſuch Defi- 
nitions. yet that a Synod wanting part of the National Clergy 


. unjuſtly depos'd, or reſtrained ; and con{;ling partly of perſons 


unjuſtly introduc'd, partly of thoſe who have been jirſt threat- 
ned with Fines, Impriſonment, and deprivation, in caſe of their 
Non-conformity to the Princes Injunctions in matters purely 

* Hoſ.4.15. *2 King.c.17.v.9- H z Spt- 
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Spiritual,is not to be accounted a lawful National Synod, | 
nor the As thereof free and walid; eſpecially as to their 
eſtabliſhing ſuch Regal 1njunctions. Now how this 1s 
pertinent to our cafe I can by no means conyeCture. 
For it has been ſhew'd that neither were the Anti- 
reforming Bps. unjuſtly depos'd, nor the Reformers un- 
juſtly introduc'd.But what he means by the Clergy's be- : 
ing threatned with #nes, impriſonment, and Deprivation in 
cale of their Non- conformity to the Prince's InjunQtions 
may be learnt from another paſſage in his Diſcourſe, 
where he tells us that the Clergy being condemn'd in the 
Kings Bench in a Pramunire for acknowledging the Car- 
dinal's powerLegantine,and ſo become liable at theKing's 
pleaſure to the [mpriſonment of their Perſons, and Conj/ca- 
22g 25. t7on of their Eſtates, did to releaſe themſelyes of this Pre- 
munire, give the King the title of Ecclej1# v Cleri Angli- 
cani Proteftor, & Supremum caput, Which Act, ſaith he, 
fo paſſed by them, that, as Dr. Hammond acknowledges, Itis 
ealic to believe that Nothing but the apprehenſions of 
dangers,which hung over them by a Premunire incurred 
. by them could probably have inclined them to 1t. But 
here we have great reaſon to complain of the unpardo- 
nable prevarication of this Author in ſo foully miſrepre- 
fenting Dr. Hammond, Which that it may be the more per- 
ſpicuous, and that the Reader may make from this In- 
ſtance a true judgment of this Writer's ſincerity, it wall 
be neceflary to tranſcribe the whole paſſage as it lies in 
the Do@tor. * © Though the firſt aC& of the Clergy in this 
* was 10 introduc'd, that it 1s eafie to believe that nothing 
** but the apprehenſion of dangers which hung over them 
*{ by aPremunire 1incurr'd by them) could probably have 
*inclin'd them to it, and therefore I ſhall not pretend | 
« that it was perfe&tly an ACt of their firſt will and choice, | 
* but that which the Neceflity of affairs recommended | 
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*to them, Yet the matter of right being upon that oc- 
*cafion taken into their moſt ſerious debate in a Synodi- 
*cal-way, and at laſt a fit and commodious expreſſion uni- 
*formly pitch'd upon by joynt conſent of both Houſes of 
* Convocation, there 1s no reaſon to doubt, but that they 
«did believe what they did profeſs, their fear being the 
* Occaſion of their Debates, but the Reaſons and Argu- 
* ments obſery'd 1n debate, the cauſes, as in all Charity 
*we are to judge, of their Deciſion, Thus the Door. Þ- 
Now this Prevarication is the more culpable, becauſe it 
1s not an Original, but copied from Mr. Sergeant, whom 
this Writer cannot but be preſumed to have known to 
have falſified it. For Biſhop Bramhbal (in whoſe writings 
we {ind him very converſant) had detected this miſ-quo- 
tation in Mr. Sergeant, and feverely Reprimands him for 


it. His words are ſo applicable to our Author, that, Tcan- 


not excuſe my ſelf the Omillion of them.**Hecitetht half 
*a paſlage out of Dr. Hammond, but he doth Dr. Hammond 
* notorious wrong. Dr. Hammond ſpeaketh only of the 
* firſt Preparatory A& which occaſion'd them to take the 


* matter of right intoa ſerious debate in a Synodical way; 


"he applieth 1t to the ſubſequent Act of renunciation aft- 
*ter debate. Dr. Hammond ſpeaketh of no fear but the fear 
*of the Law, the Law of Pramunire, am Ancient Law 
* made many ages before Henry the 87h wasborn, the Pal- 
* /adium of England to preſerve 1t from the Uſurpations. 
- of the Court of Rome; but Mr. Sergeant miſ-applieth it 
* wholly to the fear of the King's violent cruelty. Laſtly, 
"he {mothers Dr. Hammond's ſenſe exprelsd clearly by. 
<*humſelt, that 7 here z5 no reaſon to doubt, but that they did- 
"* believe what they did profeſs, the fear being the Occaſion 
© of their debates, but the reaſons or Arguments offer d in de 
"* bate, the cauſes (as in all charity we are to judge) of their 
” Deciſion. He uſeth not to cite any thing ingenu- 
* Bp. Br. Wor. Tom. T.p, 360. H 3 oully. 
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ouſly. This Author muſt be thought to have read 
theſe paſſages, and yet ventured the ſcandal of promoting 


_ thisForgery, tho' without the Honor of being the firſt In- 


-P- 142. 


ventor of it. Such praCtiſes,as theſe, require little Contro- 
werſrall Skill , but much fore-head; and we have ſeen a 
Machine lately publickly expos'd for this laudable Qualt- 
ty of imbibing whatever is blown into it's Mouth, and 
then ecchoing it forth again without bluſhing. Whether 
this be not our Author's Talent, let the Reader judg; as alſo 
what Opinion we ought to have of his Modeſty,wlio after 
all this has the confidence to defire us to read, together with 
theſe his Obſervations on the Reformation, Dr. Hammond of 
Sch.c.7. (the very Chapter whence this is cited) /a/?, faith 
he, / may have related ſome things partially, or omitted ſome 
things conſiderable in this Matter. As for this ObjeCtion of 
the Clergy's being aw d by fear in this AQ, he himfelf has 
unluckily cited a paſſage from the (then) Lady Mary, 
which ſhews the vanity of it. ©Tamwellaflur'd (faith 
«* She ſpeaking of Edward VI. in her Letter to the Council) 
* that the King hisFather's Laws were conſented to with- 
< out compulſ;on by the whole Realm both Spiritual -and 
« Temporal. T ſhall fay nothing more to this T he/;s but op- 
poſe another to it, 7 hat could an Oecumenical Synod make de- 
finitions contrary to the word of God, yet that a Synod wanting 


the greateſt part of Chriſtian Biſhops, unjuſtly excluded, and 


conſi/ting partly of Perſons unjuſtly introduc d, partly of thoſe 


who have been firs bribed with Mony, and promiſes of Church- 


preferment, or praengag d byOaths to comply with the Uſurp a- 
tioris of a pretended Spiritual Monarch, is not to be accounted 
a lawful Oecumenical Synod, nor the As thereof Free and va- 
lid, eFpecially as to their eſtabliſhing ſuch uſurpations. This is 

a Theſis, which needs no Application. TI proceed to his 
Sixth Theſts. That the Fudgment and conſent of ſome Clergy- 
amen of a Province, when they are the lefſer part, cannot be call'd 
the 
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the judgment and conſent of the Whole Clergy of the Province, 
This Aflertion, that a leſſer part is not zquall to theWhole, 
is the only thing which looks like Mathematics in the 
whole Diſcourſe; and the Reader may hence be convincd 
that our Author doth. ſometimes travel in the * High 
road of Demonſtration. But here we deſire it may be 
prov'd, either that the Reformation was not effeted by 
the major part of the Clergy, or that a minor part judging 
according to truth are not to be obey'd rather then the 
Major part judging contrary toit. In themean time it is 
ealily reply'd, that the judgment and conſent of ſome few 
Biſhops (* ſuppoſe 48. Biſhops, and 5. Cardinals giving 
Canonical Autority to books Apocryphal, and making 
Authentical a tranſlation differing from the Original) 
cannot be eſteem'd the judgment and conſent of the Ca- 
tholic Church. | 

7th. Theſis. That ſince a National Synod may not define 
matters of Faith contrary to former Superior Councils, much 
leſs may any Secular Perſon define contrary totheſe Councils, 
or alſo to a National Synod, Thedefining matters of Faith 
we allow te be the proper office of the Clergy ; but be- 
caule every one muſt give an account of his own Faith, 
every one 1s obligd to take care that what he ſubmitsto 
the belief of, be conſiſtent with his Chriſtianity : I am. 
oblig'd topay all ſubmiſſion-to the Church-Autority, but 
the Church having bounds, within which ſhe ought to be: 
reſtrain d in her Determinations ,wf ſhe tranſgreſles theſe 
Limits, and acts againſt that Chriſttanity, which ſhe pro- 
teſles to maintain,I may rather refuſe obedience, then for-- 
teit my Chriſtianity. If ina caule of this moment I make 
a wrong Judgment, I am anſ{werable for it at Gods Fribu-- 
nal, not becauſeT nſurped a right, which was never gran-- 
ted me, but becauſe I miſus'd a Liberty which was in-- 


* Educ. p, 119.. * Soave Hiſt, Conc, Tr. p, 153. 
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dulg'd me. This we take to be the caſe of each private 
Chriſtian ; and farther, that the Prince having an Obliga- 
tion not only to believe a-right, and Worſhip God (as is 
preſcrib'd) himſelf, but alſo to prote&t the true Faith and 
Worſhip in his Dominions, ought to uſe all thoſe means 
of diſcovering the Truth, which God has afforded, viz. 
conſulting the Paſtours of the Church, reading the word 
of God Wc. And that, having diſcoverd it, He may pro- 
mulgateit to His Subjects by them alſo to be embrac'd, 
but not without the uſe of that Judgment and Diſcretion 
which to them allo 1s allowed. Tf here it happens that 
the Civiland Eccleſiaſtical power command things con- 
trary, there 1s nothing to be done by the Subject but to 
enquire on which {ide God 1s; andif God beon the King's 
{ide by a direct Law in the matter, He is not on the 
Churches {ide for her Spiritual Autority. ' Thus a good 
King of Iſrael might* rake away the High places and Altars, 
and ſay unto Fudah and Jeruſalem, Te hall or ſhip before the 
Altar at Jeruſalem, becauſe ſuch a Command was juſtifia- 
ble by the Law of Me/es; Nor 1s it any Prazjudice againſt 
it, * That the Prieſts of the High places refus'd to come up to 
the Altar at Jeruſalem, Thus might King Affred reſtore to 
the Decalogue. and to its Obligation the Non tibi facies De- 
0s aureos, tho'Veneration of Images was commanded by 
the ſecond Nicene Synod. And tho' the Councils of Con- 
france and Trent had thought fit to repeal Our Saviour's In- 
ſtitution, yet King Edward might revive the Ancient 
Statute, * &x TYTY mrs mares, Ig 

As for his Eighth The/is it has already been prov'd to 
be Felo de fe, and that the limitation deſtroys whatever 
the Propolition would have eſtabliſh'd. When the Ga/- 
lican Church ſhall have receiy'd all the Decrees of the 
Council of 7Tren?._ and the Roman Church obſeryed the Ca- 


nons of the firſt General Councils, When the Weſtern Pa- 


* 2 King. 38.22, * 2King. 23.9. * Mar. 26.27. triarch 
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triarch ſhall have rechang'd hisReg alia Petri into the old 
regulas Patrum; it may then be ſeaſonable to examine, 
How far National Churches are oblig'd by things of meer 
Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution. 

I ſhould now proceed to examine the Hz/torical part 
of his Diſcourſe; but 7haz T underſtand 1s already under 
the Conſideration of another Hand, from which theRea- 
der may fhortly expect a fatisfaftory account. But 1 
may not omit for the Reader's diverſion a Grammatical 
Criticiſm which 'our Author hath made upon the little 
particle as. It is enacted the 32d. Hen. 8. 26. c. © That ,.g. 38. 
<« all ſuch Determinations, Decrees, Definitions and Or- 

* dinances, 25 according to God's word, and Chrilt's Goſ- 

*pel ſhall at any time beſet forth by the Arch-Biſhops, 

** Biſhops, and DoRors in Divinity appointed by his Ma- 

* jeſty, or elſe by the whole Clergy of England, in and 

© upon the matters of Chriſts Religion 9c. ſhall be by 

*all his Grace's Subjects fully Beliey'd, Obey d, &c. Upon 

« which he: makes this learned Note. Whereas under the 

* Reformation private Men are tied only to obey and- 

** believe the Definitions of Councils when they are ſet 

* forth according to God's word. z. e. when private Men 

* think them to be ſo, yet here this Liberty was thought 

*fit to be reſtrain'd, andprivate men tyed to believe theſe 

* Definitions when ſet forth 25 according to God's word. 

*1, e, when the ſetters forth believe them to be ſo. To 

* obey a thing defind: according to God's word; and 

* toobey a thing defin'd, as being according to God's 
word, are Injun&tions very difterent. Now: a little skill 

in Hone/? Walker's particles would. have clear'd this - 
point, and a School-boy that was to turn this paſ- 

lage into Latin, would have known that as 1s put: for. 
which; Accordingly Heble abridging this Statute makes 
it run thus, All Decrees and Ordinances which aceording 
to Gods word, &c. But this it is for people to meddle in 
Controyerſie at an Age when they have forgot their 
I Grammar, 
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Grammar. Notwithſtanding therefore this Arifarchus, 
We ſtill retain the Liberty of believing and obeying on- 
ly ſuch things, which be defined according to God s Word. 
For which weare much blamed in the Concluſion of this 
Diſcourſe. 

* In rejection of the Churche's Judgment (ſaith he) let none 
think himſelf ſecure in relying on the Teflimony of his Conſcience 
or judgment. But what reaſon ſoever he may have to un- 
dervalue the Teſtimony of a good Confcience, we think 


it adviſable from St. Paul, * to hold faith, and a good con- 


ſeience which ſome having put away, concerning faith have 
made Ship-wrack; Of whom are--- But ſaith he, /et none 
think himſelf ſecure in any of theſe things, ſo long as his Con- 
ſcience witneſſeth flill to him this one thing, namely his Di/0- 
bedience and Inconformity to the Church-Catholic, But our 
Conſciences do not witneſs to us any diſobedience to the 
Church- Catholic, but only to that Church which falily 
preztends to be Catholic. He means to the Major part of the 
Guides thereof. But the cauſe has not yet been decided by 
Poll, that we ſhould know which fide has the Majority. 
Let him know that his Condition is very dangerous, when he 
maketh the C hurch-Guides of his own time, or the major part 
thereof, incommunicable-with in their external profeſſion of Re- 


ligion; There was a time then, when to believe the Con-- 


ſubſtantiality of the Son was a dangerous Condition; and 
this perhaps made Pope Liberizs externally to profeſs Ar- 
rianifm. When for the maintaining of his Opinions he begins 
to diftinguiſh and divide between the dodrine of the Scripture, 


and the Doctrine of the Church, But why not diſtinguiſh, 


where the Church her ſelf diſtinguiſhes, and ſaith, Chri/? 
indeed in the Scriptures inſtituted ſo, but ] inflitute 0- 
therwiſe; as in the caſe of denying the Gup. Between the 


Doetrines of the Catholic Church of the former ages, and of the - 


Catholic Church of the preſent, But here again the Church 


® p.250; * 1 Tim, c..1. v. 19.. her 
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her {elf diſtinguiſhes, when She tells us that * /icer in pri- 
mitiva Eccleſia ſub utraque ſpecie Sacramentum rect- 
peretur, Yet now the contrary Cuſtom habenda ef? pro 
lege quam non hcet reprobare. Between the Church s ortho- 
doxneſs in Neceſſaries, and non-neceſſaries to Salvation, Tf 
there be no difference betwixt theſe, why doth a *Friend 
of the Author tell ns of an Obedience of A/ent 1n the one, 
but of Non-contradiction only in the other? When he be- 
gins to maintain the Autority of an Inferior Eccleſiaſtical Fudge 
against a Superior. But what 1f this be only where the In- 
ferior Judge agrees tho' not with his immediate Super1- 
or, yet with the Supreme? 0r of a minor part of the Church- 
Guides againſt a Major. But that is not a caſe yet fairly de- 
cided. When they grant that God hath given them, beſide the 
Scriptures, guides of their Faith. But thoſe Guides them- 
ſelves to be guided by the Scripture. And that they have in 
their judgment departed from thoſe Guides, 1. e. the major 
part of them. But this we would have prov'd. Which in a 
Court conſiſting of many is the legall Fudge. Guides and 
Tudges are different things; but we hope when this Court 
fits, the Judges will conſult the Scripture, the Statute 
they are to go by, and if they judge according to. that, 
they will judge well. 

Theſe are the DoQtrines of blind-Obedience which this 
Author ſo ſtudiouſly inculcates. For ſince DofEtrines are 
taught us different from Scripture, we are advis'd to uſe 
another way of diſcerning Dodtrines, then what the Golſ- 
pel preſcribes. Our Saviour bids us,* Beware of the kaven. 
1. e, the doctrine of Phariſee's, tho' ſitting in Moſes his Chair. 
We are now advis'd to embrace all the doEtrines of thoſe 
that fit in the Chair of S. Peter. Chriſt bids us, * 7 ake heed 
that no man deceive us tho' coming in bis Name, We are 
now told that they who come to us in the Nameof Chriſt 


* Conc. Conſt. Sefl, 13.. * Guide in Controv. Diſc, I, c. 6. par.56. * Mat. 16, 
6.12 * Mat. 24. 4. I 2 cannot. 
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cannot deceive us. St. Poul faith, * that If an Angel from 


" Heaven preach to us any other Doftrine then that which he 
preach d, Let him be accursd. Now, if we do not em- 
_ brace whatever a Patriarch from the Weſt preaches, tho' 
neyer ſo contrary to the Goſpel, we are concluded under 
an Anathema. The Apoſtles tell us, that they * have 70 
Dominion over our Faith ; but their Succeſlors exerciſe 
a Deſpotic power in requiring a ſervile Obedience to all 
their Di&ates. S. Paul's praftile was to * 2:ith/tand Pe- 
ter to the face, When he ſaw that he walk d not up- 
rightly according to the truth of the Gofpel; but St. 'Pe- 
ter's Succeſlor-pleads that in no caſe he may, be with- 
ſf6od,- becauſe it- is impoſſible, but that he ſhould walk 
uprightly in the truth of the Goſpel. The infpir'd Di- 
vine bids us * Come out of Babylon that we may not par- 
take of her $1ms.; Our modern 'Theologiſts advile us 
to come back into * Babylon, for that She only is 
1mpeccable. 
* (al. 1.8. * 2 Cor. 1.24. * Gal. 2.11. 14. * Rev, 18.4. ia 


*.B ylonia apud Joannem Romanzj Roma quali ſecunda Babylon eſt. Aug. 
-urdis Aigura eſt, lertulady.Marc.L3.c.13.|de Civit-Dei. 1. 18. c. 2. a 


RL 685 : Cone - —_— —— R 
7 5 +24. ——— ; —— —_ 


FF XFL 


A——_— 7-1 


ee ed com LY ER 


bh ed anmoywt.c.- 


Tn 


Com YO WC ASS it A. wong Target —_ & 


